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Mr. HENDERSON. I suppose there will be 
no misunderstanding among Senators in regard 
to this matter. I do not know that I can make 
myself understood by the Senator from Connec- 
ticutt. I find that the officers reported in New 
Hampshire, January 1, 1863, twenty-seven sav- 
ings banks, with thirty-nine thousand three hun- 
dred and fifty-eight depositors, and the deposits 
were $6,560,308 07. ‘There were fifty-two banks 
of circulation in New Hampshire January 1, 1863, 
the date of the report, with only $1,725,866 on 
deposit—a difference of nearly four to one in favor 
of the savings banks; that is, four timesas much 
was deposited in the savings banks as in the banks 
of circulation. 

In Vermont, July 3, 1863, the report shows 
eleven thousand and forty-five depositors, witha 
deposit account of $1,712,231. At the same time 
there were forty banks of circulation in that State, 
with a deposit account of $1,848,153. There were 
about one hundred thousand dollars more depos- 
ited in the banks of circulation than in the sav- 
ings banks. 

ie Maine I find eleven thousand eight hundred 
and thirty-three depositors in savings banks, and 
the deposits amounted to $2,641,476. Atthattime, 
December, 1863, there were sixty-nine banks of 
circulation; there being in Maine only fifteen sav- 
ings banks. ‘The deposit account of the banks 
of circulation was $6,421,005; being more than 
double as much deposited in banks of circulation 
as in the savings banks. 

In the State of New York I have the report of 
January 1, 1863. There were seventy-five banks 
called savings banks, with three hundred and 
forty-seven thousand one hundred and eighty-four 
depositors. The deposits in these banks were 
proces *ee New York at that time had three 
vundred and eight banks of circulation, with a 
deposit account of $200,824,776. I have not looked 
through the other States. 

In fact, the New England States having a most 
perfect system of savings banks have provided 
that these banks shall make reports just as banks 
of circulation do. In many of the States there is 
no such supervision and control over these banks, 
and such supervision and control ought to be had 
in all the States. The system in New England 
is perfectly proper and ought to be adopted in 
each and every State; but itis utterly impossible 
for me now to ascertain the amounts of money 
on deposit in the institutions called savings banks, 
except where the law requires the bank superin- 
tendents, bank commissioners, and others to look 
into this matter and to cause these banks to make 
reports to him. By examination, it will be found 
that in the six New England States and the State 
of New York there is in the savings banks a 
vast amount of money; in Rhode Island there is 
within a fraction of $10,000,000; in Massachu- 
setts $50,000,000; in Connecticut $23,000,000; in 
New Hampshire $6 000,000; in Vermont $1,712,- 
000; in Maine $2,641,000; and in New York 
$76,000,000. 

It strikes me that much of what has been said by 
the Senator from Ohio is correct, that we shall find 
not less than three or four hundred million dollars 
ae on deposit in the different States of the 

mon in the savings banks; and in that way de- 
posits may be made in such institutions and 
nothing realized under this provision of the bill. 
I really feel very favorable to the object designed 
by the Senator from Vermont if we could prop- 
erly discriminate, but I very much fear that in- 
stead of having a limitation upon it such as cer- 
tainly ought to be imposed, restricting it to a 
certain amount of deposits so as to confine it to 
the poorer classes, it will be found that rich in- 
dividuals will make their large deposits in these 
banks, and thereby escape any taxation under 
this provision. [ have said all 1 desire to say. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Itis very difficult to disa- 
buse any man’s mind of the impressions which 
are worn down into it by what he knows of the 
state of things aroand him, and with which he is 
acquainted from having always lived there. He 
eaunet rendily realize the condition of things in 
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other parts of the country with which he has || 


been unacquainted. The Senator from Missouri 
talks about deposits in banks of circulation, and 
compares them with deposits in a savings bank. 
I have endeavored to describe a savings bank in 
my amendment in such a manner that the de- 
scription must exclude all other banks. It will 
be observed that I have described it as a bank 
whose business is ¢onfined to receiving deposits 
and loaning them for the depositors, the profit or 
loss being to tlie depositors, and nat to the bank; 


and I have also provided that it shall be a bank | 
which has no capital, and which does no other | 


business whatever. 

I have two or three times undertaken to de- 
scribe these banks, but [ have never succeeded 
in getting the attention of anybody who did not 


understand it before, and now I am asked again | 
what these banks are and how they do their busi- | 


ness. They are mere charitable institutions, and 
really in principle you might as well levy a tax 
upon the contribution box for the poor of the par- 
ish. I will endeavor again to state their character. 


The returns which the Senator from Missouri has | 


read show to any man who understands the sub- 
ject that the proportion of money deposited in the 
savings banks is just about in proportion to the 
operatives in the factories in the various places. 
That is the reason why the deposits in Rhode 
Island and Massachusetts are so much more than 
in Maine and Vermont. In Vermont we are but 
slightly a manufacturing people as compared with 
Massachusetts or Rhode Island. Connecticut is 
a great deal moreso. Maine isbutlittle, perhaps 
not as much as we, and hence we have compar- 


atively little in the savings banks In proportion | 


to our population, 

Now, let me state what asavings bank is. By 
an act of incorporation there are certain men, 
called managers or trustees, who take charge of 
the business. The President of the Senate is one 
of them in his own city. These trustees do the 


business for nothing; they receive no compen- | 


sation. They do it for the cause of humanity 


They superintend the business of the bank. They | 


have one officer, called a treasurer, whom they 
hire and pay for his work. He hasan office, and 
all persons may call if they please and deposit 
money in the savings bank. He takes their 
money, and enters it upon the books, and he gives 


a little book to each depositor in which he enters | 


what the depositor has put in; and when people 
draw their money out when they want it, they 
do so by bringing that book and having what 
they take out charged to them. That book isa 
muniment between the depositor and the bank. 
The trustees proceed to loan the money received 


whenever there is enough received to be worthy 


of a loan, say fifty, or one hundred, or five hun- 
dred dollars. 
where they know the parties, or upon a mortgage 
upon real estate. Sometimes they buy State stock 
or bank stock with the money. Then, with the 
interest they receive on these securities, they are 
enabled to pay the expense of the treasurer and 
divide about five per cent. annually to the depos- 
itors; and they give that percentage to every one 
who has left his money in three months. If they 
have any more than five per cent. they divide the 
excess, and if there is a loss in any respect they 
divide less. The bank, as you call it, really an 
imaginary thing, is nothing more than what I 
have now described. 


savings banks whose business is confined to re- 
ceiving deposits and loaning them for the depos- 
itors for their loss or gain, and who have no cap- 
ital, and do no other business whatever. 
question is whether that sort of institution ought 


to be subject toa tax of one half per cent. per | 


annum on its deposits, so called. 

I think I have described the savings banks just 
such as exist all over New England. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri has told us by reading the 
figures that there are a great many millions of 
dollars, more or less, deposited in these savings 
banks in the different States. Whatdoes hecon- 


They loan it upon a good note | 


Ihave drawn my amend- | 
ment in such a shape as to exempt only those | 
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clude from that?) He runsa parallel between the 
deposits in these saving banks and the deposits 
in the banks of issue. The things are entirely 
different and distinct. According to his notion, 
and if this exception be not made, all the money 
deposited in these savings banks, and which is 
loaned out, the whole aggregate of these millions, 
is to be subject to a tax of one half per cent. per 
annum—not one half per cent. upon the interest 
which is received, but one half per cent. upon the 
whole aggregate amount. 

Now, take a bank of issue which receives de- 
posits. Do they loan those deposits for the ben- 
efit of the depositors? Notatall. They make 
issues and loans fur their own benefit. Whatever 
they earn they take to themselves and keep to 
themselves. All that a bank of issue enters of 
its books as deposits is the money that is put in 
which they loan out for their own profit, not for 
the profit of the depositor. This is entirely « 
different matter. 

Now, why should the deposits so called in the 
savings banks be taxed? Suppose f have some 
money, say $1,000, and I loan it, do you tax me 
anything on that loan? Notatall. [know that 
if | have an income from that and other sources 
amounting to more than $600, | am subject to 
pay atax on my income. But take the plain, 
straight ease, that | have got $1,000, if you will, 
and [ loan it, does the Government get a single 
cent of tax upon itin any way? Noneatall. f 
know thatif 1 have got an income from that or any 
other source falling within the description of the 
law, | must pay five per cent. income tax accord- 
ing to this bill; but that is all. 

Now, what are you doing with these deposit- 
ors? A poor boy ora young woman working in 
a factory at Manchester, if you please, instead 
of taking care of her own money, goes and say# 
to the honorable President of the Senate, “ Mr. 
Clark, | have got fifty dollars, my earnings for 
the past few months; T eate you to put this money 
into your savings bank, and Task you to divide 


| between me and the other depositors what you 


make on the money we put in.’’? Some people 


| put in $200 or $300, some $400 or $500, some 


$50. In some States the average will be $200 or 
$300, the savings of two or three or four or five 
years, put into the savings bank, Whatdo you 
propose to do here? To levy a tax of one half 
pec cent. not on what the girl gets for interest 
upon that money, but one half per cent. on the 
whole of her $50 as a tax, It is notone half per 
cent. on her income but on theaggregate amount 
of her capital. You require her to pay twenty- 
five cents tax on the $3 which she gets, supposing 
that she gets six percent., and she cannot get any 
more, and really will not get more than five per 
cent., and you require her to pay a quarter of a 
dollar on the $2 50 which she gets, or ten per cept. 
To what principle in the billcan you assimilate 
that?) What resemblance has it to anything else 
in the bill? 

Sut, Mr. President, it is said that perhaps 
wealthy people may put their money in savings 
banks, and the Senator from Ohio says thata maf 
with capital carrying on a great manufacturing 
business may put his money into asavings bank, 
I can tell the Senator that a man carrying ona 
great manufactory has very little capital but what 
he uses himself; he generally has to borrow 
money. He does not have any money to de- 
posit, or if he has itis not deposited long enough 
to make anything. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Vermont 


also mention the circumstance that the money 


|| thus deposited is not subject to be taken out on 
‘yr ' 
The | 


call? It can only be taken out at certain periods 
of the year. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It can only be taken out 
from three months to three months, generally, on 
The savings banks do not all have the 
Some of them 


| have a regulation that if you deposit money, you 


may withdraw it at any time upon giving five 
days’ notice, but if you do it within three months 
you shall hme no interest. Others have a little dif- 
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ferent regulation, and say that you shall givethree || 
months’ notice, and take it out at the end of three || 
months from a certain day, because they cannot | 
be attending to itall thetime. When the savings || 
banks have any money on hand more than they || 
have invested, they do not keep it in the savings || 
bank, but they putitinto the bank of discountand 
deposit in their neighborhood, and keep an my 
count there. If there is anything on food not 
invested it is deposited in that bank on which we 
have a tax. 

But, Mr. President, suppose a wealthy man 
should put his money into a savings bank, what 
of it? Doesa odie man who has money to 
lend, whether he deposits it or lends it himself, 
yay anything to the Government? Not at all. 
He may as well deposit it in a savings bank as 
keep it. If he keeps it in his own desk he pays 
nothing on it; but if he puts }: in a savings bank 
the tax on dividends to which that bank is sub- 
ject will make him pay something. Thereis an- | 
other point: if this manof wealth has income he | 
pays upon hisincome. If he puts his money in | 
a savings bank and receives interest upon it, that 
interest is part of hisincome, and you taxit, But 
you are contriving here to try to get a tax from 
those who have not §600, and some of whom have 
not $100. You are trying to levy a tax on them 
even toa larger amountthan you levy on income. 
Suppose I have an income oes enough to be 
taxed, how much am I taxed? If 1 have $1,000 
invested, I receive $60 interest, and you charge 
me a tax of 5 per cent. on the $60, which is §3. 
Here youare putting one half percent. on the ag- 
gregate money on these people who have no $600, 
or if they have it is part of the income, and can 
be reached in that way. There is a very broad 
difference between deposits in banks of oc 
and deposit and deposits in savings banks which 
are loaned out for the benefit of the depositors. I 
hope the Senate will see the propriety of the dis- 
unction, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I suggest to the Senator 
from Vermont, if he insists on the amendment, 
that he limit the amount of deposits. If these 
deposits are made by very poor persons would it 
not be better to say: 

And except savings banks which, having no fixed capital, || 
confine their business to receiving time deposits and loan- 
ing or investing the same for the depositors, and which re- | 
ceive no deposit from any person at one time exceeding in 
amount §20. 

Mr. COLLAMER.,. A man wants to deposit 
$100; he can deposit $20 this minute, $20 more 
in five minutes, and $20 more in ten minutes, and 
in fifteen minutes $20 more. It is utierly impos- 
sible to apply any such limitation. The trath is, 
that whatever deposits there are, if the depositors 
get from them more than $600 income, you tax 
them. 

Mr. HENDERSON. My only fear is that the 
amendment may defeat the whole object of the 
law, which, if | understand it properly, is to get 
a tax on parties who have surplus funds that they 
can afford to deposit in bank. The tax is levied 
on the deposits in the bank only as a means of 
getting it out of the individuals who have the sur- 
plus funds to deposit, and the object of this bill 
is to levy a tax on deposits, because the suppo- 
sition is that parties who have the money to de- 
posit can afford to pay. If this amendment be 
adopted, unrestrained as it is, unlimited in the 
amount of deposit, will not savings banks or 
something of that sort grow up in the country 
everywhere, and all the surplus capital in the 
country fall into them? 

“i have shown that in seven States there are 
$171,000,000 deposited in savings banks now; 
and will not these institutions spring up in all the 
cities, and the deposits be made in them? You 
do not confine it to a time deposit in this amend- 
ment. Why not say a “time deposit” in this 
amendment? If, as the Senator from Vermont 
says, it is time deposits only that he intends to 
provide for, why not say ‘time deposits,’ so 
that no immediate deposit can be affected that is 
a deposit subject to draft? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator speaks of these de- 
posits as being made from the surplus of the de- 
positors. The fact is that it is exactly the other 
way; itis of their very necessities, The deposits 
are not made by those who have any surplus, but 
by those who use these charitable, eleemosynary 
institutions as a convenient way for keeping the 
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very little they have to live upon. The Senator 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Witson] proposed a 
tax on incomes the other day. ‘his is unfuir. 
While you do not tax people who really have || 
income, you tax these people ten per cent. on || 
what they receive, because they never get more || 
than five per cent. Suppose, for instance, a per- 
son has in a savings bank $100, and receives $5 
interest; of that $5 he has to pay 50 cents in this 
tax. In other words, the very poorest people on 
earth out of their poverty are taxed upon what 


“7 get from savings banks ten per cent. 
h 


e question being taken on Mr. Co_tamer’s 
amendment by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 22, 
nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Carlile, Clark, 
Collamer, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes,Hale, 
Harris, HUwe, Johnson, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Powell, 

ison—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Conness, Davis, Harlan, Hen- 
derson, Hendricks, Ramsey, and Sherman—8. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Chandler, Cowan, Dixon, Harding, 
Hicks, Howard, Lane of Indiana, McDougall, Morrill, 
Nesmith, Pomeroy, Richardson, Riddle, Saulsbury, 
Sprague, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wright—19. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. I rise to move a reconsid- 
eration of the vote by which the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHerman] in rela- 
tion to monthly returns was lost. | do itto oblige 
certain Senators who were not here to vote. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Tuc 2RESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
recurs on the adoption of the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. In relation to that amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio, there is one part 
of it that I like very much indeed, and that is that 
these banks shall make return of the amount of 
their discounts, &c., every month, but I wish an 
amendment could be framed so as to allow the 
payment of the taxes to be semi-annually, as on 
the national banks, and then they would all stand 
on an equality. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought it was a very 
small matter, and I have really made a calcula- 
tion to show the difference to a bank of $100,000 
capital, between paying a tax of $83 and some 
cents a month monthly, and paying six months’ 
tax semi-annually, and it amounts to the insig- 
niticant sum of less than $20 a year, and that is 
the point on which we have been higgling so long. 
It seems to me it is scarcely worth while to draw 
over this section, and I say again to Senators that 
in order to carry out the idea of the Senator from 
Wisconsin you will have to redraw the'section. 
‘he Senator from Maine stated correctly that the 
bill was sent to us on a different basis; the Com- 
mittee on Finance changed it so as to correspond 
with their views; and now tochange it back again 
and to draw a distinction between the time of 
making the return and the time of paying the duty 
will require a revision of the whole subject, and 
will open it to further debate and cause the loss 
of time. As Senators concede that the principal 
object I wish to accomplish, the making of the 
monthly returns, is an object that is desirable or 
at least important, certainly the difference between 
the monthly payment of this tax and the semi- 
annual paymentis insignificant and scarcely worth 
troubling ourselves about. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That depends on the char- 
acter of the banks and upon the business they do, 
It would make a very material difference to the 
larger banks who do avery heavy business. As 
1 have said to the Senator, rather than not have 
the monthly returns I shall vote for the amend- 
ment in the form in which he has presented it, 
because I think it all-important to the country 
that monthly returns should be had. ButI do 
not see that he is right when he says that the 
monthly returns may not be provided for with- 
out providing also for the payment of the tax 
monthly, without remodeling the whole section. 
Why is it that at the end of this section which 
provides now for a semi-annual return and a semi- 
annual payment, we cannot add a clause saying 
that each Lenk shall make monthly return of its 
capital, its deposits, and its circulation? Ido not 
see any difficulty about it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator does not 
see any difficulty, | wish he would doit. The 
thing cannot be accomplished in the way gentle- 
men want it without redrawing the section. 


Mr. JOHNSON. ‘Vic Senator speaks of 
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course with more knowledge than I have of the 
language of this section. hat | understand the 
section to have been originally is that it imposed 
on the banks the obligation to make semi-annual 
returns and semi-annual payments; that is all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will find on 
reading the section that he is not correct. The 
House framed the bill on the basis that a portion 
of this tax, the tax on deposits and capital, should 
be paid semi-annually and returns made semi- 
annually, while the tax on circulation was to be 
paid monthly and returned monthly. It was a 
complex thing. I willstate that if the committee 
of conference can sit down and take this section 
up in detail and examine it, and they think proper 
to make this variation, they can do it readily. It 
can be done there much more readily in a com- 
mittee of conference than in the Senate. If I had 
brought in a new section on banks and banking 
redrawn to carry out the Senator’s idea, it would 
have to be printed, and would take a great deal 
more trouble. The whole subject will be left 
open to a committee of conference, and they will 
then be able to carry out the idea. The differ- 
ence between the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives is radical. The House impose a tax 
of three per cent. on all circulation. The con- 
ferees will probably have to agree on some inter- 
mediate plan. Ido not know how. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. I havea small amendment 
to propose. On page 144, line four hundred and 
forty of section ninety-three, | move to strike out 
*‘ten’’ and insert ** five;’’ so as to read: 

On all diamonds, emeralds, precious stones, and imita- 
tions thereof, and ail other jewelry, a duty of five per cent. 
ad valorem. 

I offer this amendmentat the instance of a num- 
ber of respectable firms engaged in the manufac- 
ture of jewelry, who very succinctly state why 
they think this alteration ought tobe made. They 
state that these firms in the fifth collection district 
of New Jersey manufacture more than one third 
of all the jewelry in the northern States, as ap- 
pears by the returns to the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue. They ask for this 
amendment on the ground that they believe more 
revenue will accrue to the Government by redu- 
cing it to five per cent. than suffering it to stand at 
ten per cent.,as it now is inthe bill. They think 
it will be a restriction upon the trade to impose a 
duty of ten per cent.,and there will be less made, 
and less revenue accruing to the country. I un- 
derstand that the bill, as it was originally intro- 
duced in the House of Representatives, was in 
that way. That isabout the amount that is to be 
levied on articles of manufacture generally. Some 
are less. It was altered, [ believe, in the other 
House, and comes here in that shape. My ob- 
ject simply is to request the Senate to consider 
this matter, and to lay before them the reasons 
which have been assigned in the letter which has 
been sent to me. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GRIMES. - On the 172d page, I move to 
strike out all after the word ** annum”? in line 
thirteen of section one hundred and sixteen to the 
word ‘dollars’’ in line twenty-six. The words 
which I move to strike out are: 

And there shall also be deducted the income derived from 
dividends on shares in the capital stock of any corpora- 
tion or joint stock company, and the interest on any bonds 
or other evidences of indebtedness of any corporation or 
joint stock company, which shall have been assessed and 
the tax paid by said corporations or joint stock companies, 
as hereinafter provided ; also the amount paid by any per- 
son forthe rent of the homestead used or occupied by him- 
self or his family. 

I have not offered the amendment because | 
am opposed to a portion of the principle embod- 
ied in this clause, or because | suppose it will re- 
main stricken out as a part of the law whenever 
the bill shall be passed into alaw, but togive the 
committee of conference an opportunity to per 
fect the clause which I think they will not other- 
wise have an opportunity of doing with the 
amendments which have already been made to it. 

It will be observed that this section provides 
that there shall be a deduction from every indi- 
vidual’s income of the amount that he has received 
from corporation stocks of whatever descrip- 
tion he may own, whether bank, telegraph, rail- 
road, or anything else. The reason is because 
the man who owns the stock pays this amount 
not by himself but through another, through the 
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agency of the corporation of which he is a mem- 
ber. If I have an income of $100,000 under this 
bill derivable from stocks of various descriptions, 
I virtually pay through the agency of these cor- 
porations 5 per cent. on that amount, The Sen- 
ator from Vermont, who is my neighbor, gets 
an income also of $100,000, but he receives his 
from iron or coal mines, or from manufactures, 
or from commerce; and if ers turn to me 171st 

age he will observe that he must pay 73 per 
oat on his income; upon all over $10,000 he 
must pay 7} per cent.; whereas I, owning my 
property entirely in the stock of corporations, 
through those corporations pay 5 per cent. only. 
That is inequitable; that operates to the disad- 
vantage of commerce and manufactures and of 
the owners of real estate in our cities whose in- 
comes are derivable from property, who ought 
not to be compelled to pay any more than men 
who own property in stocks. 

It is said that this can be regulated ®y some 
rule to be established by the Commissioner. I 
am unwilling to agree to any bill that has to be 
amended by a Commissioner or a Secretary of the 
Treasury or any otuer public officer when my at- 
tention is called to a provision of this kind and it is 
susceptible of being perfected in the Senate. Then 
I have a great many doubts whether we can au- 
thorize any change of the absolute law of Con- 
gress on the subject. I propose, therefore, to strike 
out this clause in order to enable the committce 
of conference, when the bill shall be referred toa 
committee of conference, to perfect this matter and 
put it on the right basis, so that parties who are 
deriving an income from stocks or from any other 
species of property shall stand upon a perfect 
equality. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope the words will 
not be stricken out. That would present the bill 
in a most anomalous and ridiculous condition. 
The bill would simply stand then, as it goes out 
of the Senate, that a man shall have his 5 per 
cent. deducted in the first place from the income 
on his shares by the bank, or other corporation 
in which he holds shares, and then that he shall 

ay 5 per cent. again on the same income. 

hat is the way it would stand. For the credit 
of the Senate do not want to have the bill go 
out in that shape. 

I have no sort of doubt about how the thing 
will operate. We confer on the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue power to make rules and reg- 
ulations for the collection of this income tax, and 
to call upon everybody for a return of what his 
income is. All aman has to do is to make a re- 
turn of his sources of income, and that is the 
way in which it is done, specifying this source, 
that source, and the other. Then they estimate 
it upon that. If any item has been deducted 
once, there is an end of it. I was obliged to re- 
turn a statement of what I had received as my 
salary here; I shall be obliged to do it again; but 
I shall not be charged with 5 percent. on it, because 
the law provides that it shall be deducted before 
the salary is paid overto me. If it appears from 
my return of the whole of my income that it is 
more than $10,000, | am charged with 7} per 
cent. on the excess over $10,000. 

The thing is simple in its operation if the Com- 
missioner does his duty. If you take it for granted 
that he will not do his duty, there is anend of it; 
but if the Senator desires to amend it, he should 
fix something that isan amendment. [ am not 
prepared at a moment’s warning to do it. The 
gentleman proposes an amendment to strike outa 
part of the bill, because he thinks it wants to be 
redrawn and something else provided. My ca- 
pacity does not go as far as that; but if the Sen- 
ator wishes that the committee of conference 
shall consider it, they are perfectly able to con- 
sider it on the amendments that have been made. 
We have struck out two very important parts of 
the bill there and inserted others, and on those 
the committee of conference can, if they think it 
necessary, make a provision that will answer the 
purpose. It nee as well now for that pur- 
pose as it would with the whole clause struck out. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to have some in- 
dication as to what the sense of the Senate is upon 
this subject, whether it is deemed necessary or 
not to make an amendment. As I understand it, 
the Senator edmits that my criticism is correct, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 admit that if the Com- 
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missioner does not do what he hasa perfect right 
to do, and what he will undoubtedly do if he un- 
derstands the bill, a consequence of that sort mer 
follow, but the same sort of consequence may fol- 
low in five hundred other places in the bill. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator admits that there 
would be this inequality between the incomes 
derived from stocks and the incomes derived 
| from mines, manufactures, commerce, or real 
estate, unless it was made up by some sort of 
management on the part of the Commissioner. 
If he will make any intelligible statement of the 
mode in which the Commissioner is going to do 
this, the intelligence of my brother Senators is 
much greater than mine, but I confess | do not 
comprehend it. I insist that the Commissioner 
has not got any such authority. The bill says 
absolutely what shall be deducted and what shall 
not be deducted. It says that the taxation, if the 
income exceeds $10,000, shall be 7} per cent. 
Has the Commissioner a right to vary that? I 
understand not. It then says thaton the income 
derived from stocks a man shall not be com- 
pelled to pay anything if the company whose 
stock he holds has paid the tax. as the Com- 
missioner or the Secretary of the Treasury any 
rightto add to or deduct from that? I ry aba x 
not. The proposition I have submitted here may 
be ridiculous, but I submit that it is not quite as 
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amend; and | submit td the judgment of the 
Senate on that point. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to have a vote at 
some time upon the proviso to section seven on 
page 7. I do not know but that it was attended 
to when I was not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will suggest to the Senator from Vermont that 
that whole section was stricken out and an amend- 
ment inserted. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let the new draft be read 
that we may see how it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment made to that section will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Sec. 7. nd be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States may divide the respective States and Territo- 
ries of the United States, and the District of Columbia, into 
convenient collection districts, and may alter such districts 
as the public interests may require, and may include any 
of said States and Territories, and the District of Colum- 
bia, in one district; but the number of districts inany State 
shall not exceed the number of Senators and Representa- 
tives to which such State shall be entitled in the present 
Congress. e 


Mr. COLLAMER. The substance of the pro- 
viso to which I have referred is there. It seems 
to me a little difficult to execute this proviso con- 
sistently with the present law. By the existing 
law the districts were not to be greater in number 
than the number of Representatives in the last 
Congress; but it further provided thatif any State 
should have a greater number of Representatives 
under the new apportionment, the number of dis- 
tricts might be equal to that number of Represent- 
atives. It made no provision, however, for States 
which would lose under the apportionment, but 
it gave them a number of districts equal to the 
number of Representatives in the last Congress. 
Some of the States have lost in the apportion- 
ment. The present bill provides that the number 
of districts shall not exceed the number of Sen- 
ators and Representatives in this Congress. Lam 
not prepared to say that there may not be States 
which have lost more Representatives by the ap- 
portionment than the provision of this bill, in- 
cluding their Senators, would make up to them. 
I am not prepared to say exactly how that stands; 
but I fear that under this provision, which is that 
the whole number of districts shall not exceed the 
Senators and Representatives in the present Con- 
gress, you may have to destroy some of the dis- 
tricts which are now in existence, which, | take 
it, is hardly intended. According to my present 
view Ido not want the number of districts in- 
creased in my State at any rate; and yet if this 
provision be adopted there may be ground to ap- 
prehend that result. The State is conveniently 
divided; and I take it other States are conven- 
iently divided into collection districts according 
to the number of their congressional districts. 
Because there may be some few States that want 
more districts on account of the extent of their 
geographical limits, it is hardly worth while on 


ridiculous as the proposition which I propose to | 
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that account to make a provision that may distarb 
the districts in all the States. 

When any provision is made by which any 
State can have more men in office there is no peace 
and no quiet in that State until the appointments 
are made. For instance, in the littl State in which 
L live, where we have three districts, well enough, 
convenient enough, the moment a provision like 
this is passed people will see that any State may 
haveanumber of districts equal to the number of its 
Senators and Representatives, and the effect will 
be that the moment we reach home we shall be 
beset atonce. People will say tous, ‘* Why not 
let us have two more collectors and two more as- 
sessors and their deputies; other States are going 
to have them under this law; will you not let the 
State of Vermont have them; are you not going 
to help your friends; shall we not have more 
money spent here by it; will there not be $40,000 
more paid out by the United States for collectors 
and assessers and their deputies, and so on?’ 
We cannot live under that importunity, we shall 
have no peace. I dc not want any such impor- 
tunities; I do not want to give any occasion for 
them. Ido not think there is aie in the ne- 
cessities of the State that requires that we should 
be thus troubled or that the Government should 
be in any way, or that we should be put to the 
expense of having such a number of new officers 
to be paid. I wish, therefore, to have this pro- 
vision struck out and let the matter stand as the 
law now is. I take it that provision of the law 
has not been repealed, or at any rate we can save 
it from the repealing clause in this bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I fear the result would 
be to abolish districts in New York. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Notatall. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Commissioner is 
apprehensive of that. The districts in New York 
have been decreased by the present apportion- 
ment. There are notas many Representatives in 
this Congress from New York as there were in 
the last. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The previous law was 
that the number of districts should not be greater 
than the number of Representatives in the last Con- 
gress, except that those States whose representa- 
tion was increased by the apportionment of 1860 
might have districts according to the increased 
number of Representatives. 

Mr. FESSEN DEN. New York has not gained, 
it has lost, by the apportionment. The districts 
there were made according to the number of Rep- 
resentatives in the last Congress. ‘The provision 
in the bill as itcame from the other House was that 
each State should be entitled to the same number 
of districts that it has Represeintatives in the pres- 
ent Congress; and the representation in the preé- 
ent Congress is not just what it was in the last. 

Mr.COLLAMER. The existing law provides 
for the number of districts; and I take it that what- 
ever number of districts was made under that law 
stands now unless you passa clause repealing that 
portion of the law. The existing law is: 

‘© Provided, That the number of districts in any State 


shall not exceed the number of Representatives to which 
such State shall be entitled in the present Congress’’— 


That was the last Congress— 


“excepting such States as are entitled to an increased rep 

resentation in the Thirty- Eighth Congress, in which States 
the number of districts shall not exceed the number of Rep- 
resentatives to which the State shall be so entitled.” 

If that law as it stands is not superseded by 
any new law the State of New York will have 
the number to which she was entitled under the 
then apportionment, and we shall not have to un- 
make any district. If you let chat law stand as 
it is New York will not be deprived of any dis- 
trict. My proposition is tu leave the existing law 
as it is. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator’s proposi- 
tion was to strike out this proviso. 

Mr. COLLAMER, And leave the old law to 
stand. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But b 
of this bill that law is repeale 
ceptions. 

Mr. COLLAMER. We can put this provis- 
ion among those exceptions. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But the Senator’s prop- 
osition was simply to strike out the proviso; and 
doing that simply has the effect to leave no law 
upon this particular subject. If it was a part of 


another section 
with certain ex- 
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his idea to adopt the old law in this respect, he 
did not suggest it by way of amendment. The 
statement of the Commissioner was on the sup- 
position that the old law was to be repealed, and 
this bill to be adopted in lieu of it; and what he 
said was perfectly true, that the effect of leaving 
it in that way would be to dispense with one dis- 
trict in New York. If the Senator proposes to 
provide for that case, | have no objection to his 
amendment, for surely I do not want to increase 
the number of districts. I have the same objec- 
tion tothat that he has, though I do not anticipate 
any such difficulty as he supposes. I do not 
think we shall be teased into making new offices 
for our friends contrary to the public interest; 
end Tam sure that the Ae man to do anything 
of that sort would be my friend from Vermont. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

Mr. SUMNER and Mr. 
dressed the Chair. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before the motion is put, if 
the Senator from Missouri 

Mr. HENDERSON. 1 withdraw the motion 
temporarilly. 


Mr. SUMNER. I was going to ask that this bill, 


ccna enone 


McDOUGALL ad- 





with all the amendments, be printed for the use of | 


the Senate, that we may find it on our tables on 
Monday. It seems to me that we have arrived 
at such a stage now that in order to act advan- 
tageously and definitively upon it, we ought to 
see the bill with the amendments. 

Several Senators. It cannot be done. 

Mr. SUMNER. The bill can be printed I have 
no doubt; at any rate an attempt can be made to 
print it. 

Mr. CONNESS. It would not be very profit- 
able to make an attempt at printing and fail. I 
would like to ask the Senator from Maine whether 
there are not a number of amendments not yet 
ucted upon in the Senate. 

Mr. i eSSEN DEN. None of the amendments 
made in committee have been acted on. The idea 
was simply this, and I think itwasa very correct 
one in a bill of this kind, that the Senate, in com- 
mittee, having made a great many amendments, 
if any Senator desired a separate vote on any one 
that had been adopted in committee, he might 
have it, and after that process had been gone 
through with, then the amendments should be 
adopted in a body. 

Mr. CONNESS. That vote has not been reached 


et. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It has not been reached 
because Senators have not got through presenting 
amendments. y 

Mr. CONNESS. Then I do not see the pro- 
priety of printing the bill now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Now thatI am upI will 
say that 1am very anxious to get through the 
bill to-night, unless gentlemen are disposed 

Mr.McDOUGALL. I ask the floor on a ques- 
tion of business belonging to the day, not for gen- 
eral discussion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I understand that I am 
entitled to the floor at the present time. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Certainly, if the Chair 
says so. I sought the floor some time since. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The process is a very 
simple one. Ordinarily, when we have bills of 
any size, we call upon Senators to except or re- 
quest & separate vote upon any particular amend- 
ment, and the rest of them are adopted ina body. 
In this case I thought it would be more fair to the 
Senate, instead of following the usual course, as 
Senators might not recollect precisely the amend- 
ments on Which they might wish to have a sep- 
arate vote, to leave al] the amendments open and 
allow Senators to go through and move for a sep- 
arate vote on such as they desired to have voted on, 
and when that was gone through with to adopt 
the rest in a body. It was only reversing the 
usual process, and affording Senators a better op- 
portunity on a bill of this description. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. If the Senator from 
Maine will allow me, I have sought to make a 
particular amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am desirous of afford- 
ing the Senator an opportunity. 1 do not want 
to push the bill too persistently, but to leave it 
open a sufficient length of time until every Sen- 
ator is satisfied that he has made his motion upon 
every point upon which he desires to make it. 
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| possible for me to be here this evening. 





When t 
ments. 
chusetts that | have given, I believe, every clause 





a careful attention from the beginning to the end | 


of the bill; so have the other members of the 
committee; and I think the bill stands in a very 
good shape at the present time, and there is no 
need of our losing two or three days, as we must 
if we adopt his suggestion. It would take the 
clerks a couple of days, I presume, with hard 
work to prepare the bill to send it to the printer 
in the first place, and it would take two more 
certainly to print it, and we should gain nothing 
then inmy judgment. ILhope, therefore, thatany 
motion of that sort will not be adopted. 

But one thing more. I am very desirous of 
closing the bill to-night. 
through with this session and do the business, 
we had better come to the conclusion that we will 
finish it. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I ask the chairman of 
the committee to allow me to move an amend- 
ment which I desire to make, as it will ae be 

be- 





lieve with the Senator 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly the Senator 
will have a chance in a moment, if he will wait 
until I get through, as 1 have told him once or 
twice before. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ,Allow me to say that I 
know some Senators have engagements for this 
evening, supposing that there would be no night 
session on Saturday night, it not being usual. I 
think we can have an understanding that on Mon- 


day we shall sit this bill out and have a night | 


session if necessary. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We ought notto require 
any understanding to sititout; and at this period 
of the session I do not think that one day, and 
the importance of one day to the revenue of the 
country, (which, as the Senator knows, is prob- 
ably half a million dollars,) should yield to the 
mere fact that some Senators have engagements 
for this evening. I do not think itany argument 
atall. I should like to go through with the bill 
and close it, and in my judgment the sooner we 
do it the better. If Senators will exercise a little 
forbearance on the subject, and believe that after 
all they may not know with 80 very great exact- 
ness that a thing is positively wrong, and that 
what is wrong may be amended by the commit- 
tee of conference when they come to consultation, 
and look at the whole bill from beginning to end, 
we shall get it through a great deal sooner than 
otherwise. I propose to sit right on now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 1 hope the Senator will 
not insist on anything of that sort. I am aware 
that there are a grekt many amendments yet to 
be offered, and the Senator says he is perfectly 
willing to give every member an opportunity. I 
have none myself, but I know there are several 
amendments to be offered that will take a good 
deal of time. And I desire to suggest another 
fact to the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
that there are some Senators in doubt as to the 
true state of the bill at the present time, and if 
they have an opportunity between now and Mon- 
day morning to examine it, it is my opinion that 
we shall save time. I see no probability of get- 
ting through with it to-night. They really do 
not know the character of the amendments, and 
in offering amendments they do not know exactly 
how to word them. Either print the bill or give 
them an opportunity between now and Monday 
morning to examine it, so that they can so shape 
their amendments as to take but litule time in the 


| Senate, and with that view I move that the Sen- 


ate do now adjourn. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 
from Missouri 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
motion. 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ, and fourteen voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call forthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS. r. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order to debate the question. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
have no objection to the question being taken on 
this bill on Monday, and that it be sat out on 
Monday; but { want to offer some amendments, 
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I will say to the Senator from Massa- | 
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it is impossible to get through with it to-night. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Buckalew, Collamer, Cowan, Davis, 
Grimes, Hale, Harris, Henderson, Hendricks, Powell, Ram- 
sey, Richardson, Sherman, Summer, Van Winkle, and Wil- 
kinson—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Clark, Conness, Doo- 
little, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Harlan, Howard, Howe, 
Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, McDougall, 
Morgan, Morrill, Ten Eyck, Wade,Willey, and Wilson—21. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Carlile, Chandier, Dixon, Harding, 
Hicks, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sprague, 
Trumbull, and Wright—12. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I! move on page 

Mr. COLLAMER. I believe I had a motion 
pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
did not indicate what he desired stricken out. 
The Chair will recognize the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. COLLAMER. [If 1 understand it aright 
the seventh section was stricken out and another 
one put in the place of it; and which other one 
has the same proviso in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not any 
proviso in it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understand the great and 
essenual difference between this section and the 
other consists in the difference between * but” 
and ‘* provided.”? This one has the word “ but’’ 
and the other has the word ** provided.”’ Is that 
what the Chair means? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
means that thereis no proviso in it, and he desires 
the Senator to indicate the words which he wishes 
to have stricken out. If the Clerk has got it, the 
Chair is entirely satisfied. The words which the 
Clerk understands are to be stricken out will be 
read. 

The Secretary. Itis moved to strike out the 
following words in Section seven : 


But the number of districts in any State shall not exceed 
the number of Senators and Representatives to which such 
State shall be entitled in the present Congress. 


Mr. COLLAMER. | desire the existing law 
to remain on that subject, and | was aware and 
said that I did not know the manner in which the 
repeal of different sections and the reservation of 
different sections from repeal was prepared and 
presented by the Presiding Officer. 1 could not see 
exactly how that stood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator 
will pardon the Chair, the Chair will state to the 
Senator from Vermont that he can move to strike 
out these words, and to insert here the words of 
the former law. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If that willeffect my pur- 
pose, | move, then, to strike out the words which 
have been read, and insertin lieu thereof the pro- 
viso in the former act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

Mr.COLLAMER. That will not answer, be- 
cause it was drawn up in the last Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator 
ean alter itand make it read ‘‘ the Thirty-Seventh 
Congress”’ instead of ‘‘ the present Congress.’’ 
The words which the Senator desires to have in- 
serted will be read from the desk, so that the Sen- 
ate may understand it. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Provided, That the number of districts in any State shall 
not exceed the number of Representatives to which such 
State was entitled in the Thirty-Seventh Congress, except 
in such States as are entitled to an increased representa- 
tion in the Thirty-Eighth Congress, in which States the 
number of districts shall not exceed the number of Repre- 
sentatives fo which any such State may be so entitled: And 
provided further, That in the State of California the Presi- 
dent may establish a number of districts notexceeding the 
number of Senators and Representatives to which said 
State was entitied in the Thirty-Seventh Congress. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Iam willing to stay here 
to anything like reasonable time to let this bill go 
through, but I am well satisfied that it cannot 
probably pass to-night, and therefore I renew the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr.JOHNSON. Will the Senator withdraw 
the motion for a moment? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am sure we all see that it 
is very important to have this bill passed at the 
earliest possible day, and I suppose it can be un- 
derstood generally by the Senate that the bill will 
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be acted on finally in the course of Monday. 
While I was in the Senate before—I do notknow 
what hae been the practice since—these under- 
standings were frequently entered into and were 
always complied with. I do not know whether 
it would be proper to make the motion ae 
but I shall vote for the motion to adjourn, as far 
as | am concerned, with a determination to bring 
the bill to a final vote in the course of Monday. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I renew the motion. — 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Although no debate is 
allowed on a question of adjournment—— | 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1! withdraw the motion, 
if the Senator desires to make any remarks. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish tosay simply that 
I have no motive to push gentlemen, as [ think 
they will give me credit for, for I have sat here as 
patiently as I think any other member of the Sen- 
ate would have been able to sit during the number 
of days, eleven days, that we have been debating 
this bill, a large part of itin theevening. I deem 
it of very great importance that we should finish 
this bill speedily if we are to pass it atall; and my 
great objection to adjourning is that Senators are 
very apt when they begin a day to think there is 
plenty of time before them, and to discuss ever 
question at very considerable length, even after it 
is very well understood by all who are disposed 
to understand it. I have no confidence that if we 
adjourn over to Monday we shall finish it on Mon- 
day. {think it will be just as likely then to last 
all next week as it was on Monday last to keep 
on through this week, from the disposition to dis- 
cuss and rediscuss, to open and reopen, to recon- 
sider every question that has been passed upon 
by the Senate several times, and on which the 
opinion of the Senate has been definitely and dis- 
tinctly expressed over andoveragain. If that is 
to be done over and over again in separate and 
new shape on these matters which are 80 inter- 
esting, the Senate can see just as well as I can 
that there is no such thing as getting to the end of 
it. Of course it is of no more consequence tome 
than to every other Senator. 

Mr.McDOUGALL. I snggest to the Senator 
from Maine that so far as | am concerned I will 
enter into no pledge of getting through with it on 
Monday. If I think it proper for me to discuss 
the bill in all its details, { will take such time as 
may be involved in that discussion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have no doubt of that, 
and I think it very likely that disposition may be 
general; | cannot tell precisely; but if Senators 
are disposed to aid in passing the bill instead of 
aiding in protracting the session by protracting 
discussion, we must come to a conclusion soon; 
wherwise we must go on to such time as Sena- 
tors determine. For my part, | have only to say 
that whife | have tried very sedulously to get 
through in some sort of season, still affording 
ample opportunity for all discussion on the sub- 
ject, | have rather come to the conclusion that I 
may as well cease all my efforts in that direction 
and let the bill float according to the disposition 
of Senators for the future. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Ido not desire that the 
Senator from Maine or any other Senator shall 
suppose that | have made an“unreasonable mo- 
tion. In my view of this matter this bill is a 
very lengthy one in the first place; the amend- 
ments proposed to the House bill by the Com- 
mittee of Finance were very lengthy, many of 
them, and very numerous. They were printed 
however, and we could master them; we could 
know something about them; but I think the 
course of the Committee on Finance has been very 
proper, no question about it; but an extraordi- 
nary one. ‘The bill hasnowas I should judge, as 
near as | can guess, one fourth of matter that has 
been brought into it by the Committee on Finance 
since the report of that committee, which has not 
been printed, which we can only know about by 
having heard it read. We scarcely understand 
it sometimes then. Surely the Senator will ad- 
mit that the Committee on Finance in introducing 
new amendments during this week has occupied 
more of the time of the Senate than all other Sen- 
ators put together. If the rest of us ask a reason- 
able time to know something about the changes 
that the committee has made in this bill certainly 
it will not be regarded as unreasonable, and there- 
fore | renew my motion to adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, June 4, 1864. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer |, 


by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cnannine. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


LAWS OF UTAH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the laws 
of the Territory of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 


FRENCH OCCUPATION OF MEXICO. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I 


ask the unanimous consent of the House to pre- 
sent a report from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fuirs relative to the correspondence between this 
country and France, referred to that committee a 
few days ago, not with a view to its considera- 
tion, but merely to have it printed and recom- 
mitted to the committee to await its regular order. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I hope that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will withdraw his 
objection. I donot contemplate gaining any ad- 
vantage, but only to have the report printed for 
the use of the House when it comes up to be con- 
sidered when the committee is regularly called 
for reports. 

Mr. BROOMALL. [cannot withdraw my ob- 
jection. 


a 


WARREN W. GREEN. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Claims, reported back Senate 
bill No. 217, for the relief of Warren W. Green, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill provides thatthe Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall pay, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to Warren W. Green 
the sum of $47 79, being for his services on the 
Fort Kearney and Honey Lake wagon road in 
the year 1857. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 
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distribution by that Department, with the engravings intete 





at five hundred copies shall be printed for the use of sald 
Department on fifty-six pound paper. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I ask the gen- 
| Ueman to withdraw the demand for the previous 
| question, so that | may move an amendment. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. I withdraw it for that 
purpose. 

r. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I move to re- 
duce the number of copies to be distributed by 
the Department of Agriculture to ten thousand. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Michigan, demanded tell- 
ers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The House was divided; and there were—ayes 
55, noes 40. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

IDAHO. 

Mr. CRAVENS. Iask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee on Territo- 
ries House bill No. 486, to amend an act entitled 
**An act to provide a temporary government for 
the Territory of Idaho.”’ 


Mr. SPALDING. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, its 
Secretary, informed the House that the Senate hag 
passed, without amendment, an act (H. R. No. 
455) to punish and prevent the counterfeiting of 
coin of the United States. 

Also, an act (H. R. No. 293) to provide for 
the payment of the third regiment, third brigade, 
Ohio volunteer militia, during the ume they were 
| mustered into the service of the United States. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. GARFIELD. lL ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a personal explanation. 








Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF POSTMASTER GENERAL. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 


which he demanded the previous question: 

Resolved, ‘That one thousand extra copies of the report of 
the Postmaster General, and appendix, be printed for the use 
of the Post Office Department. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, 
noes 8; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WILSON, Will the type for this report 
have to be reset? 

Mr. A. W. CLARK. Ido not know. 

Mr. WILSON. Aschairman of the Committee 
on Printing I think the gentleman ought to have 
informed himself, so that he could inform the 
House. . 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the resolution be 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not now in 
order. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK demanded tellers on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Tellers were ordered;and Messrs. A. W. CLarx 
and Cravens were appointed. 

The resolution was adopted; the tellers having 
reported—ayes 68, noes 25. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 


vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1863. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution, and 
demanded the previous question on its adoption: 


Resolved, That there be printed, by the Superintendent 
of Public Printing, one hundred and fifty thousand extra 


copies of the annual report for 1863 of the Commissioner of | 


Agriculture, with the accompanying documents, for the use 
of the present House, and thirty thousand extra copies for 


| 
| 
Printing, reported the following resolution, on 


There was no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I shall oc- 
| cupy the attention of the House but a few mo- 
| ments. I regret to detain the House by a matter 
| personal to myself, and there is nothing | so 
|| much deprecate as a difficulty between members, 
, and especially between members of so small a 





| family as that of the delegation upon this floor 
from Ohio. However, from what occurred here 
last evening, | deem ita duty to myself and to 
truth to make a personal sosteantiant 
It may have been observed that | displayed un- 
usual earnestness and perhaps some heat in my 
remarks on the bankrupt bill last evening; and in 
order to set myself right before the House in re- 
gard to the whole matter [ wish to have read a 
letter which will in partexplain the reason of my 
earnestness. In the first place, | ask the Clerk 
to read a slip which was inclosed in the letter to 
which | refer, and which will serve asa part of 
the history of the transaction. The slip isan ad- 
vertisement cut from one of the leading dailies of 
the city of Cleveland a short time after wy col- 
league (Mr. Spacpinc] moved the appointment 
for the select committee on bankruptcy. 
The Clerk read the slip, which was as follows: 
* BanxrorT Law.—Persons who are desirous that a 
bankrupt law should pass the present session of Congress, 
and are willing to aid in the matter, will confer a favor by 
|| addressing W. C., Post Office, Cleveland, Ohio, when fur- 
ther information will be given. 

“ CLEVELAND, January 22, 1864.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. It appear. that an insolv- 
ent debtor, seeing the advertisement, addressed a 
letter to ‘* W.C.” asking for further information, 
\| and the letter 1 now desire to have read is in re- 
| sponse. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 
| 





AsBLanD, Onto, January 27, 1864. 

DearSin: Your letter to W. C. was forwarded to me 
here. Although I do business in Cleveland, my family live 
here. ‘There has been formed a General Bankrupt Asso- 
ciation, headquarters in New York. [have been appointed 
by the association to correspond, &c., in Ohio, and am 
devoting my time to it free of charge. The executive 
committee is now in Washington looking to the matter; 
they find it necessary to secure the influence of influential 
persons to aid in the matter. They require about ihrec or 
four thousand dollars at onee to pay expenses, &c., at 
Washington. Men are generally paying from five totwenty 
dollars for this object. Also, I inclose you a biank note 
to he filled up payable only U the law is passed. [t will re- 
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quire $29,000. The notes are filled up from fifty to five hun- 
dred doliars. Now if you will aid in the matter fill up the 
note and inclose to me with such an amount of money as 
you ce aud send to me here as 800n as possible, 

Tan well known tn Cleveland. You can ask most any 


one about me Will see you personally when next in the 
city; bul this matter engrosses all my attention at present. 
‘The «ecretary writes me everything looks encouraging, and 


with the means, they will put the law through. e must 

aid in the matter and pysh it through this session. Please 

reply “Al once. 
Yours, in haste, 


Cc. C. WICK. 


P. 8.—My business place in the spring and summer is 
at 31 Saperior street. 


A. F. Wurrman, Esq. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Will the Clerk now read 
the printed blank which accompanied the letter? 
The Clerk read, as follows: 
§——_ , 186—. 
Thirty days after the parsage of a general bankrupt law 
by Congress I promise to pay to the order of the treasurer 


of the National Bankrapt Association the sum of dol- 
lars, payabie at 




















Mr. GARFIELD. That letter and its inclos- 
ure were in answer to the queries of the gentle- 
man to whom it was addressed. He isaresident 
of Cleveland; and though I am not personally 
acquainted with him, he sent the letter to me as 
a member of this House, with an indorsement 
which I ask the Clerk to read, 

The Clerk read the indorsement, as follows: 

CLEVELAND, Ono, January 31, 1864. 


Dean Sin: Aman of your discernment will compre- 
hend at once my opinion of this document. If it is just 
that such a law be passed, and it really be needed, are we 
poor insolvents obliged to lobby and pay law-makers to do 
us justice?) Thousands and maybe millions of good hon 


est men are in the same fix as your humble servant—the, 


effect of the panie of 1857. Must we always remain uoder 
the harrow? I, for one, am not able to buy justice. Let 
it be done, and given freely. 

Respecttully, A. F. W. 


General GaRFieLp. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Mr, Speaker, I received 
that conimunication in the early part of Febru- 
ary, a short time after the committee was ap- 
pointed upon the motion of my colleague from 
the Cleveland district, (Mr. Spatpine.] I laid 
the letter away, intending—in consequence of the 
imputation it contained that Congress was being 
manipulated by outside parties—to give the bill 
a careful consideration when it came up, and do 
what I could to guard its provisions against fraud. 
I have therefore given it a more careful study 
than any other one with which | have not been 
connected as a committee-man, and | had in- 
tended to speak on the whole subject, but the 
vreat pressure of duties in connection with the 
Tinneute Departn@nt investigation prevented me. 

When I came into the House last evening and 
found that the bill, on which but one speech had 
been made, and that one in its favor, was about 
to be put through under the pressure of the pre- 
vious question, | cailed upon a member of the 
committee and suggested several amendments in 
the details of the bill, which I requested to have 
considered and adopted, or I could not vote for 
the billatall. Thegentleman from Rhode Island 
{Mr. Jenckxes]: told me that the amendments 
should be made as suggested. I believe they were 
made. I heard at least one of them introduced 
and adopted last evening. 

Under all the circumstances, with this gross 
imputation hanging over the House of Represent- 
atives, | felt very earnestly indeed the necessity 
of postponing the matter, and therefore asked 
leave to speak, nnd did speak earnestly. When 
taken off my feet by the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Jencxes 

Mr. JENCKES. The gentleman certainly 
does not mean that | took him off the floor. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 1 correct myself. When 
J understood myself to be taken off the floor b 
the gentleman from Rhode Island, I felt that it 
was an unfair interference with the freedom ot 
debate upon that subject. But, understandin 
from himself and from the Speaker what he did 
and intended to do, I am satisfied I was incorrect 
in my impression of his action, and that he did 
nothing of which | had a right to complain, noth- 
ing of which | now complain; and here, in the 
presence of the House, I ask his pardon for hav- 
ing spoken severely in reference to what I thought 
an interference with my rights. 

So much for that: | now refer to the other 
branch of the matter. I also said in the course 


of my remarks that I feared if this bill passed, the 
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southern confederacy, which was $300,000,000 in 
debt to northern men, would reap a very large 
share of the benefit of it. I said it because I then 


| believed, as 1 now believe, that the bill does not 
| adequately provide that the estates of rebels in 


arms shall not escape the operations of the law. 
I made no personal reference whatever; I assailed 


| no gentleman; I called no man’s honor in ques- 
tion. My colleague from the Cleveland district 


{Mr. Spatpine] rose and asked if I had read the 
bill. I answered him, I believe, in courteous lan- 
guage and manner, that I had read it, and imme- 
diately on my statement to that effect he said in 
his place in the House, and it has gone on the 
record, that he did not believe I had read it; in 
other words, that he believed I had lied, in the 


| presence of my peers in this House. I felt, under 


such circumstances, that it would not be becoming 
my self-respect or the respect | owe to the House 
to continue a colloquy with any gentleman who 
had thus impeached my veracity, and I said so. 

It pains me very much that a gentleman of ven- 


| erable age, who was in full maturity of life when 


I was a child, and whom I have respected since 
my childhood, should have taken occasion here 
in his place to use language so uncalled for, so 
ungenerous, 80 unjust to me, and disgraceful to 
himself. | have borne with the ill-nature and bad 
blood of that gentleman, as many others in this 
House have, out of respect to his years; but no 
impunity of age shall shield him or any man from 
my denunciation who is so lacking in the pro- 
prieties of this place as to be guilty of such par- 


| liamentary and personal indecency as the House 


has witnessed on his part. I had hoped that be- 
fore this time he would have acknowledged to me 
the impropriety and unjustifiableness of his con- 
duct and apologized for the insult. But he has 
not seen fit to take that course. I leave him to 
his own reflections, and his conduct to the judg- 
ment of the House. 

Mr. SPALDING. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a personal explana- 
tion. 

No objection was made. 

Mr.SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, without inti- 
mating an opinion in regard to the policy of throw- 
ing these sensational papers before the House and 


| the country, I desire to say that | have never at 


any moment, in any place, or under any circum- 
stances, had any knowledge of this combination 


| or which the gentleman speaks in regard to the 


4 of a bankrupt law through this House. 
knew nothing of that publication in the city of 
Cleveland, or of the correspondence produced 
here, and [ think Ido not know the person whose 
name has been mentioned here. I am entirely 
ignorant of that whole matter. No person from 
Cleveland, from New York, or from any quarter, 
has approached me from the commencement to 
the ending of this whole matter with anything in 
the shape of a promise of money, influence, or 
anything else to induce my action on this bank- 
rupt bill, I say this, and I challenge the universal 
world to produce any evidence to the contrary. 
My own conscience acquits me of everything of 
the sort. 

And now, in regard to any harsh or uncourt- 
eous treatment of my colleague, | have only to 
say that my colleague appeared in the House last 
evening exhibiting an unusual degree of temper, 
and when | ventured to ask him the question civ- 
illy whether he had read the bankrupt bill intro- 
duced into this House by the select committee, in 
order to know whether he had seen the prohibi- 
tion against the benefits of that bill accruing to 
persons in rebellion against the Government, the 
gentleman answered me that he had read it. Well 
now, sir, without much reflection, | ventured to 
express a doubt whether he had read it. I said 
ntleman in the presence of the House 
that | doubted it. Well, sir, the gentleman took 
that doubt as an imputation upon his veracity. 
He gave it a wrong construction. The inference 
should have been notagainst the gentleman’s ve- 
racity bat against his competency to read and un- 
derstand the bill. [Laughter.] I say, sir, that 
it was a mark of respect to the gentleman’s in- 
telligence, and 1 wish him to understand it in that 
sense. I never had any occasion to impugn the 
gentleman’s veracity and I have not wished to do 
it, But I wish to declare here now that if the 
gentleman had read the bill carefully and still 
came to the conclusion which he stated here I can= 
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| not respect his intelligence; and it was out of the 
| respect which | have always entertained for his in- 
| telligence that I made the statement which I did. 
| That is all I have to say. 


Mr.JENCKES. lLunderstand that this matter 


| is not regularly before the House, but that any 


discussion that is to take place must be by unan- 
imous consent. I desire to say a word in ex- 
planation. 

_The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

Mr.JENCKES. I confess that I have been very 
much astonished to hear the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Garrietp] rise here and read anonymous 
extracts from newspapers and letters which are 
oan anonymous so far as this House is con- 
cerned—for the gentleman from Ohio does not pre- 
tend to vouch for their genuineness—in order to 
impeach the integrity of some one in the House. 
The particular direction at which it is pointed is 
not indicated——— 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will allow 
me to say that I did not impeach the integrity of 
any one. 

r. JENCKES. Then I cannot imagine for 
what purpose the extract and letter were read. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I read them simply for 
the reason that I desired to inform the House of 
the“evidence | had in my possession of the ex- 
istence of this money corporation outside of the 
House, with the view and design of getting this 
bill through the House. I was very careful not 
to impugn the motions of any gentleman here, 
and I did not do it. 

Mr. JENCKES. Then the gentleman has read 
or caused to be read papers which are a slander 
upon the whole House, 

Who in the House or in the country believes 
that any member of this select committee or of 
the House, who is profoundly convinced of the 
wisdom of a bankruptcy law, has ever sat upon 
a committee or reported a bill to the House or 
advocated a bill in the House under any ‘* thirty 
days’’’ influences or any other influences, un- 
worthy or corrupt in their nature? Sir, it is 
simply giving encouragement to the horde of lob- 
byists who throng our doors, and whom we are 
continually thrusting behind us, and | am very 
sorry the gentleman from Ohio has seen fit in 
this or any way even to recognize their existence. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will do me 
the justice to say that J did not read an anony- 
mous communication. The names are all ap- 
pended. 

Mr. JENCKES. I did not understand the 
gentleman from Ohio to say that he knew any 
gentleman whose name appears. 

Mr.GARFIELD. The one who wr®te me the 
letter is a prominent banker in the State of Ohio. 
And let me remark as a somewhat singular cir- 

| cumstance that the rich bankers and merchant- 
princes of New York are very desirous of the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. JENCKES. It seems the gentleman re- 
| ferred to is not. 

Mr. GARFIELD. He is, and is an agent to 
procure its passage. 

Mr. JENCKES. I did not so understand the 
letter. 

Mr.GARFIELD. The letter itself is from the 
banker. ‘The comment upon the letter from this 
agent is by the insolvent debtor who desired to 
avail himself of the benefit of the law, but objected 
to having to pay for it. ' 

Mr. JENCKES. Still 1 do not learn the ob- 
ject of the gentleman from Ohio in introducing 
this correspondence here. It is a slander upon 
some one if not true, and if the facts are true some 
one should be arraigned. If they are not true, 
and the name of no member is indicated, then it 
is a slander on the whole House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will allow 
me to repeat that I introduced these communica- 
pions simply for the purpose of placing the House 
in possession of the information I had in my pos- 
session in reference to the existence of a money 
association having for its object the influencing 
of the passage of this bill. 

Mr. JENCKES. Well, Mr. Speaker, I hope 
that hereafter the gentleman from Ohio will be 
very careful in investigating the correspondence 
which he presents to this House, for this is not 
the first time he has arraigned persons out of the 
House, at least, here, upon correspondence which 
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on investigation would not stand the test of in- 
vestigation. 

Now, | challenge him, and I challenge the coun- 
try and the world, to show one single instance, 


to produce one single individual, who has ever | 


had communication with this committee of this 
House in reference to this law, except for the 
public good, without regard to private interests. 

f such a man lives, let the gentleman from Ohio 
{[Mr. Garrievp] produce him. ; 

Mr. Speaker, one word further on this matter 
of personal explanation. The gentleman from 
Ohio has said that last evening he was instigated 
by this correspondence to make the remarks that 
he did. IL submittedto him then, and I submit to 
him now, that if he wishes in this age of the 
world tocome before the American Congress, the 
Legislature of a civilized nation, and undertake to 
argue that a bankrupt law is not politic, 1 am 
willing to meet him. I want to hear such an ar- 

ument from aman who claims to be a statesman. 

f the House will set apart a day for those to be 
heard who oppose this bill on principle, there are 
those who will meet them; but, sir, I will not yield 
any time, not an hour or a minute, for those who 
get off mere declamation, or make opposition to 
the measure, based upon newspaper paragraphs 
or anonymous correspondence. When the bill 
is up regularly [ shall have something further to 
say. 
WAR NEWS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing letter of the Secretary of War: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
Wasuineton, June 4, 10 a. m. 

Sir: Dispatches from General Grant’s headquarters, 
dated three o’clock yesterday afternoon, have been re- 
ceived. No operations took place on Thursday. Yester- 
day morning at half past four o’clock General Grant made 
an assault on the enemy’s lines, of which he makes the fol- 
lowing report: 

‘* We assaulted at half past four this morning, driving the 
enemy within his intrenchments at all points, but without 
gaining any decisive advantage. Our troops now occupy 
a position close to.the enemy, some places within fitty 
yards, and are remaining. Our loss was notsevere, nordo 
| suppose the enemy to have lost heavily. We captured 
over three hundred prisoners, mostly from Breckinridge.” 

Another later official report (not from General Grant) es- 


timates the number of our killed and wounded at about 
three thousand. 

The following officers are among the killed: Colonel 
Haskell, thirty-sixth Wisconsin ; Colonel Porter, eighth 
New York heavy artillery; Colonel Morris, sixty-sixth 
New York. 

Among the wounded are General R. O. Tyler, seriously ; 
will probably lose a foot. Colonel McMahon, one hundred 
and sixty-fourth New York; Colonel Byrnes, twenty- 
eighth Massachusetts, probably mortally. Colonel Brooks, 


fifty-third Pennsylvania. 
EDWIN M. STANTON, 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. Scuvuyter Corrax, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. SMITH. I rise to a privileged motion. I 
move that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 


journ to meet on Wednesday next. 


Mr. MALLORY. lask my colleague whether 
this adjournment is not for the purpose of permit- 
ting gentlemen on the other side to attend the Bal- 
timore convention which meets early next week? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 24, 
noes 90. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 


GOLD BILL, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. HOOPER. 
order of business? 

The SPEAKER. It was, but the motion to 
go into committee takes precedence. If the pre- 
vious question had been called on the gold bill 


met evening it would have been first to be consid- 
ered, 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. ELIOT. If there be no objection, I will 
make a statement. This day, after the morning 
hour, was set _— for the consideration of re- 
ports from the Committee on Commerce. It is 
very evident that the whole of this day will be 
consumed with the tariff bill, and I therefore ask 
the House to postpone the reports from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to the third day after the day 
on which the tariff bill may be disposed of. 


Is not the gold bill the regular 
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Mr. DAWES. The two days after the tariff | 
bill shall have been disposed of have already been | 
assigned, and the case of Knox vs. Blair hasbeen | 
postponed for one week. I hope the House will 
not assign away further time next week so as to 
cut out the case of Knox rs. Blair. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts. I 
hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will not 
insist on his objection to the ene of my 
colleague on the Committee on Commerce. There 
is one bill which that committee has to report to 
prevent smuggling, that will not take an hour to 

ass. 

The SPEAKER. The question of privilege | 
from the Committee of Elections would not over- 
ride the designation of a day by the House as a 
special order, although it would override the re- | 
ports of committees in the morning hour. 

Mr. DAWES. I know that, and have therefore 
called attention to the facts; but, as | understand 
that the Committee on Commerce will not occupy 
more than an hour or two, I will not object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not object if the day 
does not fall on Friday, as | want that day to be 
devoted to the consideration of the Private Calen- 
dar. . With that understanding I do not object to 
the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. ELIOT. I agree to that understanding also. | 

There being no further objection, it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Morritv’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Scuencx in the chair,) and resumed the | 





consideration of 





THE TARIFF BILL. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


On acetate or pyrolignite of ammonia, 70 cents per pound ; 
of baryta, 40 cents per pound; of copper, iron, strontia, and 


magnesia and soda, 50 cents per pound. 


Mr. MORRILL moved to strike out the word 


“Sten.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I move toamend 
the eleventh section by adding, in the seventeenth 
line, 29th page, the following items: 


per pound; aloes, 30 cents per pound; asatetida, 60 cents 
per pound; tonqua beans, §1 per pound. 

Mr. BROOKS. I should like to have some ex- 
planation of the amendment. 


been submitted to members of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and, I understand, have 
met with their approval. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means does not profess to know much about 
this matter; but as the gentleman from New York 
seems to be a competent jadge, we are willing to 
leave it to him and the Goan of the Whole 
to be disposed of as may appear proper. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I have offered 
the amendment at this point that the items of the 
same character may come in in alphabetical order. 
I haveinformed myself fully on the point, and am 
satisfied that the amount of the duty proposed in 
the amendment shall be imposed. It will be for 
the benefit of the Government and will work no 
injury to any one. 

Mr. BROOKS. The first reason given by the 
gentleman is that his amendment is in alphabet- 
ical order. I think he is in error in that, because 
it begins with benzoic acid, before it gets to aloes 
or balsam. In the next place | wish to state that 
unless there be some formal explanation of it, or 
some investigation, | am loth to assent to amend- 
ments so suddenly prepared. On the other side 
of the House they only allow one honorable gen- 
tleman to make a tariff—and that is the honorable 
gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Morritr.] On 
this side of the House we follow their lead. Un- 
less the honorable gentleman from Vermont rallies 
his side of the House—‘‘ up, boys, and vote’’—for 
these particular items, we on this side are loth to 
go for it. 
and asafetida and other drugs, without any re- 
port or examination and without any statistics in 
regard to the imports, and without elaborate dis- 
cussion. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. . 


Benzoic acid, 30 cents per ounce ; balsam copaiva, $3 


Mr. MORRIS, of New York. The items have | 


zinc, 50 cents per pound; of lead, 30 cents per pound; 0: | 


**copper,”’ and to strike out “‘ thirty’”’ and insert | 





I am opposed to this large tax on aloes | 


=~ —————— 





Mr. MORRILL. I aminstructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to move toamend the 
eleventh section, page 29, line twenty-one, by tn- 
creasing $6 to $12, so as to make the paragraph 
read, ‘‘on brimstone crude, $12 per ton.”” 

Mr. THAYER. I hope the committee will 
not adopt thatamendment. The article on which 
the gentleman recommends this very great ad- 
vance of duty is the foundation of all the chem- 
ical industry of this country. The duty hereto- 
fore has been $3 per ton. It is proposed in the 
bill to advance that to ¢$6—doubling the former 
duty—and it is proposed by the amendment now 
offered to increase that to $12, quadrupling the 
present duty. This duty is not, of course, for 
protection, for the article is not produced in this 
country. It will fall very heavily upon those en- 
gaged in chemical manufactures. here are in 
my district a large number of persons interested 
in that branch of industry. We must remember 
also that all manufacturers hav® been subjected 
by the recent internal revenue law to an advance 
of 2 per cent. on the gross amount of their sales. 
Besides, sir, there is not proposed in this bill any 
counterpoise to the immense tax proposed to be 
laid on brimstone, in the shape of duties on arti- 
cles into the manufacture of which that article 
enters. I hope the committee will not quadruple 
the present duty. I had intended to move an 
amendment reducing the duty on brimstone from 
$6 to $3 per ton. I believe, from information 
which L have received from gentlemen engaged 
in chemical manufactures, of which this article 
constitutes the basis, that the present duty is as 
large,coupled with the additional taxation imposed 
by the revenue bill, as should be imposed upon 
it. I believe that the doubling of it, as proposed 
in the bill reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, would be laying an unequal burden 
on that branch of industry; and the proposition 
to quadruple it would, in my opinion, be a gross 
injustice. | hope, therefore, that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Vermont will be 
rejected. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to say a few words in 
support of the amendment, and to acquaint my 
friend from Pennsylvania with the reason for it. 
I think he cannot be fully acquainted with the 
matter, or his action would be the reverse of 
what it now is. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be necessary for 
the gentleman to propose an amendment to the 
amendment, as debate is exhausted. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by making the duty on brimstone two cents 
per pound. According to the latest commercial 
statistics about forty million pounds of brimstone 
are annually imported into this country. It ia 
also used.in the manufacture of powder, but not 
by any means to the largest extent. Only twelve 
per cent. of the ingredients of powder is brim- 
stone. Eight pounds of powder contain about 
one pound of brimstone. It is also used in the 
manufacture of the oil of vitriol, of which large 
amounts are manufactured. I have taken pains 
to inquire of one of the manufacturers of vitriol, 
who, by the way, happens to bea member of this 
House, and he told me that a tax of three centsa 
pound upon crude brimstone would affect the 
price of the oil of vitriol to the amount of one 
cent per pound only. 

But I must be short, as my health will not per- 
mit me to speak at length. Let me therefore say’ 
in brief that the investigations I have made and 
the information I have received from parties in- 
terested and disinterested lead me to the conclu- 
sion that noduty you can impose upon an imported 
article will be felt so lightly by the consuming 


| interests of the country as the parent duty upon 


brimstone. And although I have said two cents 
er pound, I really believe the article will bear it 
etter than many articles in the bill will bear the 
rates you have put upon them. 
The protection to manufactures we have made 
most emphatic. We have almost lost sight in 
this bill, in some respects, of the consumers. It 
| does not lie in the mouth of the manufacturer to 

come here and say that a tax like this does in- 
| justice to them. Let us raise our revenue as far 
| as possible from those things consumed by in- 
|| dividual consumers in small amounts, instead of 





putting it where the consumption is large und the 
tax largely felt. It is upon that principle that I 
| advocate this amendment 
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l sny now that the recommendation of the com- | duty imposed upon glass and soa 


rticles in 


| Mr. MORRILE. 1 hope the amendment will 


mittee, in my judgment, istoo small, 1, however, || the manufacture of which soda is principally || not be adopted. I believe the almost universal 


stand by the action of the commutteeat thistime. | 


A duty of 1 cent per pound, amounting to $20 a | 
ton, would not have an appreciable effect upon 
the proce of articles manufactured out of the arti- 
ele of brimstone. | hope no change will be made 
in the way of reduction; if any is made it should 


be in the way of increase, I say again that man- 
ufacturers are largely seatagiae tae fully cared 
for, and they consume very small quantities of 
those articles which we have largely protected. 

Mr, MORRILL. This is perhaps the only 
article in which my immediate constituents or 
townsmen are directly interested. In my own 


town there is an immense quantity of sulphate of 


iron, which, if this duty should be put upon 
brimstone, would be ofincalculable value. I was 
willing, before the action of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, that it should not have a pro- 
tection beyond the extent of 36 perton. I think 
my friend from lowa [Mr. Kasson] is some- 


what mistaken as tothe extent to which this arti- | 


cle is used in various chemicals. If the duty 
should be raised even as high as proposed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and much more 
if raised to the extent proposed by the gentleman’s 
amendment, it would raise very much the price of 
many articles now manufactured Ly our chemisis, 
so much so that it would be impossible hereafter 
to produce them, At the present moment the 
United States are very large consumers of brim- 
stone, ag it enters largely into the composition of 
gunpowder. It also enters into the business of 
manufacturers in various ways. The first draft 
of the bill doubles the duty and the amendment 
offered in behalf of the Committee of Ways and 
Means quadruples it. 

1 will not discuss the matter further, but leave 
it to the committee to decide, 

Mr. KASSON. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. THAYER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Vermont, by 
striking out **twelve’’ and inserting ** three.”’ I 
must be allowed, sir, to say that the gentleman 
from lowa, when he talks about protecting man- 
ufacturers, and in the same breath advocates such 
a burden upon one of the most important of those 


mierests as that which he has just proposed, falls || 


into a greatinconsistency. Let him tellus what 
other articles are taxed as he proposes by his 
amendment to tax this article—at the rate of one 
hundred per cent. Before he sat down I believe 
he said he would advocate a duty of one cent a 
pound, which would be a tax of two hundred per 
cent. Now, sir, is that a scale of duties which 
has heretofore been applied by Congress to raw 


materials not produced in this country, entering | 


largely into the industry of the country, and not 
in the list of luxuries? 

The gentleman’s last proposition is to lay aduty 
uf two hundred per cent. upon an article not pro- 
duced in this country, which forms the basis of 
all the chemical industry of the country, and that 
when there is not in the billa single counterpoise, 
or a single correlative advantage in favor of the 
manufacturers of the articles into which brimstone 
enters as a constituent. 

Sir, the injustice as well as the folly of such a 
proposition as that, it seems to me, must be self- 
evident. [do not know why the House should 
go out of its way to impose an unusual and un- 
equal tax upon this branch of industry—a tax 
which will bea heavier burden upon it than any 
which has been Jaid upon any other manufactur- 
ug interest. I do not see, sir, why any particu- 
lar discrimination should be made against the 
manufacturers of chemicals in adjusting this tariff. 
If the House adopts a rate of duty on this article 
proportioned to the other rates of duty imposed 
upon foreign raw materials used by manufactur- 
ers, it will be a rate with which this interest will 
be perfectly satisfied, and with which I think 
everybody should be satisfied. 1 see no reason 
why an exception tothe ordinary rate which is 
adopted should be made against this interest ot 
the manufacturers of chemicals. 

Mr. Chairman, in looking over the provisions 
of this bill lam obliged to say that I have felt 
some surprise at some of its features, and I have 
been equally surprised at some of its omissions, 
l observe, for instance, that there is no tax im- 
posed anywhere on soda in any of its shapes; 
and yetin this very bill there is a prohibitory 





used. Is the Government entitled to no compen- 


sation for the prohibition of glass and soap, in | 


| the shape of a small duty on soda? 
| Mr. MORRILL. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. We have not increased the duties very 
much on glass, and on some articles of glass there 
is no increase at all. 

Mr. THAYER. It is increased nearly fifty 
per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL. The glass manufacturers in 


’ 
| 


we are going to ruin them, because they have not, 


sufficient protection. 

Mr. THAYER. Iam notaware that there are 
| many glass manufacturers in my district. 
Mr. MORRILL. There are in New Jersey. 


| the gentleman’s neighborhood are claiming that 


| Mr. THAYER. I would say tothe gentleman 


| that I do not live in the State of New Jersey, and 
| if L did I would not ask for what is unjust; but 
| gentlemen from that State can speak for its inter- 
/ests, I am informed, by gentlemen in whose 
knowledge upon this subject I have great confi- 
dence, that a small duty on soda in its various 
| forms would add to the revenue $1,000,000. Yet 
the Committee of Ways and Means have puta 


putacent of duty onsoda into their new bill. But, 
| nevertheless, they wish to discriminate against 
one of the great interests of the country by put- 
ting on a duty of $12 per ton on brimstone, where 
the duty has heretofore been but $3; and if the 
House should adopt the idea of the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. Kasson,] who speaks of protecting 
manufacturers, they would put on ita duty of 200 


per cent.! 


I will not take up the time of the committee 
further; but it seems to me, sir, that both of these 
propositions are unjust. I feel that they are un- 


| just to a large industrial interest of a portion of 


my constituents, I trust, therefore, that the com- 
mittee will adopt the amendment which I have 


| proposed; but if they do notagree to that, I hope 


they will vote down the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Vermont, and leave the duty 
as it was originally reported in the bill. 





Mr. KASSON, A single word in pis? to the 
gentleman. The price of this article in the mar- 


| 
| ket is now about $70 per ton; and this is only a 


tax of 20 per cent. ad valorem. In regard to the 
article of soda, to which the gentleman refers, I 
think héis right in saying that a tax ought to be 
imposed upon it. 








| 
cents per pound. I believe it is imported for the 
| 


agreed to. 


The question recurred on the amendment. 
Mr. FENTON demanded tellers 


| ‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Tuaver | 
|| and Fenton were appointed. 
The committee divided; and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 41, nves 58. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL. On page 29 1 move to in- 
sert after line twenty-two the following: 

On castor beans or seeds, 60 cents per bushel of fifty 
pounds. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now move to insert the 
following: 

On cassia, 25 cents per pound; on ground cassia, 6 cents 
per pound; on cinpamon, 40 cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I move to in- 


crease the duty on chiccory from 5 cents to 10 


express purpose of adulterating coflee, and I can 
see no reason why it should be admitted at the 
same rate of duty as coffee. I hope we shall not 
encourage the use or growth of it. I look for- 
ward to the day as not being far distant when we 
shall be able to import coffee duty free; and Ido 
not want to commence the practice of adultera- 
ting coffee, which is so universally practiced in 
every part of the world, It is almost impossible 
in England to get a cup of good coffee. Half or 
two thirds of what is used as coffee is chiccory. 
l have drank some of it there myself and know 
something about it. I hope Congress will do 
nothing to encourage the adulteration of coffee, a 
drink which has become so general; and I hope 
my amendment will be adopted. 


prohibitory duty on glass and soap, and have not | 


The amendment to the amendment was dis- | 


|, testimony is that chiccory is at least a harmless 
article. Some contend that it is even healthful; 
and many contend that it improves the flayor of 
coffee. ‘That is a question of taste upon which I 
|| give no opinion. 1 know it is generally used for 
that purpose, as well as to cheapen the article. If 
we leave the duty as it is proposed we shall have 
la large amount of revenue; and I think the duty 
| recommended is sufficient protection for the dan- 
delion roots of Michigan or of my own State. 
- The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DRIGGS. I move <o amend by inserting 
after line twenty-four ‘‘on pepper, allspice, ginger, 
cloves, and all other spices, a duty of 25 cents per 

| pound.’? [have looked over this bill and | find 
| no additional duty on spices recommended. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will say that the Committee of Ways and 
| Means intend to offer in the proper place an 

amendment which will cover spices. 
|| Mr. DRIGGS, Ifthe gendeman will offer such 
|| an amendment to come in at the proper place | 
|| have no objection, I see no reason why these 
| articles should be exempted from additional duty. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will do so, 

Mr. DRIGGS. I withdraw my amendment 
on the promise of the gentleman from Vermont 
to introduce an additional clause covering the 
duty on spices. , 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 move toamend, by insert- 
ing after line thirty, page 29, ‘‘fusil oil, or 
amylic alcohol, $2 per gallon.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, by insert- 
ing after line twenty-four, page 29, ‘* on cloves, 











40 cents per pound. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.MORRILL. I move to amend, by insert- 
ing after line twenty-two, page 29, the following: 

On bristles, 15 cents per pound; on hogs’ hair, } cent per 
pound; on istle or ‘'ampico fiber, | cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, by insert- 
ing after the last amendment, ** on brushes of all 
kinds 40 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, by insert- 
ing, on line thirty-four, page 30, after the word 
|| ** red’? the words “and litharge;’’ so as to make 
'| the paragraph read: 

On lead, white or red, and litharge, dry or ground in oil, 
| 3 cents per pound. 


|| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after line forty-two, page 30, *“*on nutmegs, 
|| 75 cents per pound; mace, 50 cents per pound.”’ 
‘| Mr. HOOPER, Lhopetheamendmentsincreas- 
ing the duties on spices will not be adopted. The 
| quantity of these articles imported is not very 
| large except of pepper and pimento; and itseemsto 
me that such extravagant duties must lead to an 
increased trade with the Canadas; that our sup- 
| ply of these articles will come in across the Can- 
| ada line; with the proposed increase of duty they 
will be so large in value and so small in bulk that 
| great inducement is held out for smuggling them. 
| The cost of mace is about 23 cents per pound, 

and of nutmegs about 30 cents; the addition of 
| this duty will make the price of thse articles about 
$l per pound. So heavy a duty upon them will 
only encourage a smuggling trade with the Can- 
adas, and will not increase the revenues of the 
Government. ' 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, I move to amend in line 
forty-four, page 30, by inserting after the word 
**gallon’’ the words ** castor oil, $} per gallon.” 

‘he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. In line forty-five, same page, 
I move to amend so as to make * onanthicether”’ 
read ** enanthie ether.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the forty- 
sixth line of the same section by adding the fol- 
lowing: 

Peanuts, or ground beans, 4 cents per pound ; shelled, 6 
cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. § [| move to amend by inseri- 
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ing the following, to come in before line forty- 
seven, same section: 

On pimento, black, white, red, or cayenne pepper, 20 
cents per pound ; on ground pimento, or pepper of all kinds, 
25 cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after line 
forty-two the words * on nitrate of lead, 30 per 
cent. ad valerem.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert inline fifty- 
one, page 30, ‘‘on santoine, $2 50 per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In line forty-seven, page 30, 
I notice a duty of ten cents per gallon on crude 
petroleum salou illuminating oll, Now I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Vermont whether re 
tax at all is imposed by the internal revenue bill 
on these crude oils. 

Mr. MORRILL. None at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The effect of the bill, then, in 
this respect is to prohibit the importation of this 
article; which is produced to a very large extent 
in the States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, and West 
Virginia. Inasmuch as the oil merely boils out 
of the earth and is produced so cheaply, I take it 
for granted that a duty of ten cents per gallon 
would prove entirely prohibitory upon any im- 
portation of the raw material. And as this oil is 
used by all classes of people of this country in 
the production of light, and itis an article of prime 
necessity, particularly in view of the fact that the 
price of petroleum is rapidly increasing, it seems 
to me unwise that we should fix a duty upon this 
raw material. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest 
to the gentleman from Indiana that no remarks 
are in order unless he moves an amendment. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I move toamend by striking 
out from the bill as follows: 

On petroleum and coal illuminating oil, crude, 10 cents 
per gallon. 

Now, sir, here is a provision imposing a dut 
of 30 cents per gallon on refined coal oil, which 
of course is absolutely prohibitory. When the 
oil is obtained at so little cost and is easily refined, 
itis beyond doubt impossible ever to import a 
gallon with a duty of 30 cents per gallon, and 
the duty of 10 cents on the crude oil will also 
prove prohibitory; so that as far as this article i 
concerned it destroys the argument that this bill 
is a bill for revenue, for you cannot obtain rev- 
enue to theextent of one cent so far as coal oil is 
concerned. In behalf of the interest of the great 
mass of the people of the country, therefore, I ob- 
ject to this duty upon crude illuminating coal oil. 

I desire to say, also, in the same connection, 
that this is an article which is exported from this 
country toa very large extent; so that if this duty 
is to be levied a drawback must be provided for. 
It does seem to me that the peculiar interests of 
Pennsylvania are sufficiently protected by this 
bill, and in respect to these articles of domestic 
production which are obtained so cheaply, and 
the price to the consumer of which is so rapidly 
rising, we are not called on in this manner to in- 
crease the fortunes of the men who have made 
them, not in regular business transactions, but 
from their fortunate discoveries of oil. 

Mr. MORRILL. I presume the gentleman 
from Indiana is not yet satisfied with the reci- 
Ag treaty, and wants to give the Canadas a 
ittle further advantage. I do not expect, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Government will derive much 
revenue from the importation of this article, what- 
ever may be the rates of duty. So far as I am 
concerned, I do not object to reducing the dut 
to 5 cents a gallon, nor do I care particularly if 
the duty is excluded altogether. The kind of 
coal oil produced in Canada is a much inferior 
article to that which is produced in this country; 
it makes a much poorer light, has a more offens- 
ive odor, and cannot come into competition with 
American petroleum to any considerable extent, 
with or without duty. But gentlemen must 
recollect that this article can be produced from 
Nova Scotia coal, and that it can be brought in 
here inany quantity. I take it for granted, there- 
fore, that there should be some duty placed upon 
- mm hope that some duty will be imposed 

it. 


Mr. A. MYERS. 









14 I move to make it ‘15 | 
cents.”’ The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- | 
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MAN] says that the price of petroleum is going up 
rapidly. Very likely thatistrue. If that be true 
it is important we should have some tariff on that 
which may come in from other countries, although 
it may be as bad smelling as that from Canada. 
The pretty high price may induce that garlicky 
stuff to come over and offend the nostrils of our 
loyal people, and I think that there should be 
some tariff on this article, The gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. Moraut] has hit the nail on the 
head. In the British provinces they have ccal 
lands and they can manufacture oj] at q low rate. 
For these reasons | think that the duty is not a 
centtoo high. I now withdraw my amendment 
to the amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Houman’s amend- 
ment, and it was rejected. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to strike out “ 10’’ and 

insert ‘*5.’’ 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL moved to insert the following: 

On sait in sacks, barrels, or other packages, 26 cents per 
hundred pounds. 

On salt in bulk, 20 cents per hundred pounds, 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


1. On annatto seed, extract of annatto, aniline, erude ba- 
tes, nitrate of, cliffstane, carmined indigo, extract of saf- 
ower, finishing powder, gold size and patent size, nickel 
cobalt, oxyd of cobalt. smalt, and zaffre, 20 per cent. ad 
valorem ; terra alba and washing crystals, 20 per cent. ad 


‘*indigo”’ these words, ‘* crude pica.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


2. On albumen, asbestos, asphaltum, crocus colcottra, 
bone or ivory drop black, murexide, rose red, ultramarine, 
Indian red, and Spanish brown, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. MORRILL moved to insert after the 
words “crocus colcottra’’ the words ** blue or 
Roman vitriol, sulphate of copper.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THAYER. I move to strike out the words 
‘* nickel, cobalt, oxyd of cobalt’’ in the preceding 


balt, and oxyd of cobalt, 50 per cent. ad valo- 
rem.”? 

Mr. Chairman, the business of manufacturing 
nickel, cobalt, and oxyd of cobalt, is entirely a 
new one in this country. Until recently these 
metals have not been produced in this country at 
all. Latterly, however, and before the passage 
of the law repealing the nickel coinage, manufac- 
turers in my State in some localities had entered 
very largely into the business of extracting nickel 
from the ore,a difficult, nice,and expensive pro- 
cess; and having invested in that businessa pretty 
large sum of money, I think that they ought to 
be encouraged. The manufacture will be broken 
up unless this duty is imposed, for then every 
pound of these articles will be imported from 
abroad. I hope that my amendment will be 


sdopiat. 

Mr.MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, no such du- 
ties are proposed on any other article in this bill. 
It is particularly objectionable so far as nickel is 
concerned. Nickel has heretofore only borne a 
duty of 10 per cent. It is largely used in the 
manufacture of German silver and argentane, and 
if the amendment be adopted it will be destruc- 
tive of that manufacture. I hope that the House 
will not make the duty so high in this instance. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move toamend the amend- 
ment so as to make it 51 per cent., and I do go | 
for the purpose of saying a word. 1 hope that | 
the duty on nickel will be increased, By doing 
away with the nickel coin these nickel miners 
have lost their chief customer, and unless this in- 
terest is protected these nickel mines will fail. I | 
hope, therefore, that my colleague’s amendment | 
will be adopted. I withdraw my amendmentto the | 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. If this nickel manufacture 
could be sustained under a duty of 10 per cent. 
with the United States as a customer, I think it 
can be sustained with 20 per cent. duty without 
the United States as a customer. Although I 
voted against the change in the ingredients of the 


vote this as a compensation, because we do not 
use nickel any longer in our coinage. I think it 


would be extravagant, and | trust we shall not | 
There is but one establishment in |! 


vote for it. 





valorem. 
Mr. MORRILL moved to insert after the word 
| 


| 
Mr. BROOKS. Doeg the gentleman suppose 
paragraph, and to add the words ‘‘ on nickel, co- 


fair to increase the tariff to that extent. 


| 
| 
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| this country, so far as I am informed, tha: pro- 


duces this article, and while I am willing to do 
| 


ample justice to that establishment, I think that 
to increase the duty beyond twice what it is now 
would be going a little too far. 

Mr. STEVENS. I withdraw my amendment 
to the amendment, 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


_Mr. WARD. I move to amend on page 31, 
line sixty, by reducing the duty on oxyd of zine, 
dry or ground in oil, from 2} cents per pound te 
lcent. My reasons are that the duty proposed 
by the bill 1s 57 per cent. ad valorem, an increase 
of nearly 300 per cent. over that levied under the 
bill for 1861. This would make the price of the 
oxyd of zine 11.34 cents per pound in the present 
currency, while the current price or quotation of 
the day for American zinc is from 6} to 7} cents. 
The Belgian zine will therefore, at a duty of 25 
per cent., be 70 per cent. higher than the Ameri- 
can. Therefore there will be no injurious com- 
petition, and a revenue will be derived from this 
source. But if the proposed duty of 2) cents be 
| imposed, no importation will exist, and of course 
| 





there will be no revenue to the Government. My 
impression is that this rate is entirely too high, 
and that there is danger it will amount to a~pro- 
hibition. I have moved to reduce it to 1 cent per 
pound, but I would accept 1} cent. : 
Mr. STEVENS. If the gentleman will say 
| 2 cents, perhaps that will be a sufficient duty. 
Mr. WARD. I will modify my amendment 
and make it 2 cents. ‘ 
‘Lhe amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 
| Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after line 
| sixty, page 31, the following: 


| On articles not otherwise provided for, made of gold, 
silver, German silver, or platina, or of which either of those 
metals shall be a component part, 40 per cent, ad valorem. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. 


I move to insert after the 
last amendment, “on watches, gold or silver, 


25 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 


that valuable gold watches will stand so high a 
duty? Who is going to bay such watches in 
New York when he can buy them so much 
cheaper just across the line? 

Mr, MORRILL. I know the wonderful fa- 
cilities there are for smuggling these articles, and 
the great temptation, I doubt very much whether 
we can obtain any more revenue from them at 
this rate than we do under a duty of 20 per cent., 
which is the present rate. But it was the vote of 
the committee that we should raise it. We shall 
collect 5 per cent. internal duties of American 
manufacturers of watches, and it is theoretically 


Mr. BROOKS. I am sure it will not yield any 
more revenue. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
last amendment the following: 


On wood pencils filled with lead or other materials, 50 
cents per gross, and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to amend section twelve 
by striking out of line three the word ** 50” dnd 
inserting “ 75’’ in lieu thereof, so as to make the 
duty on the articles mentioned in that section 75 
| per cent. 

On a division, no te voting, 

Mr, PRICE withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, I move to amend on page 
31, in line seven, by striking out “artificial low- 

ers’’ and inserting “artificial and ornamental 
feathers and flowers, or parts thereof,’’ so as to 
bring all thase articles into the list of articles pay- 
_ ing 50 per cent. 





| he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DRIGGS, I move to amend by inserting 
after the word * ginger,”’ in line nine of section 
| twelve, the words “‘ crude, ground,”’ so as to sub- 
| ject ginger in that state to the same tax that we 


| impose upon preserved or pickled ginger. 


r. MORRILL. I suppose the gentleman’s 


|| object is to obtain more revenue from the article; 
smaller coin of the country, | am not willing to | 


| but by his amendment we should not get half as 
| much as we now get. 

| Mr.DRIGGS. Then I understand the duty 
on this crude and ground ginger is not changed 
at all. 





eee ee ewer ary 
vary S 


nN  eeeayieaed 
om + e 





= ge 
a a a lel 





eeperenper nets ns 
SSRI ES Se ee 
Sie ee ey - . 


a ae 
anes rip ees 
Ae DES as ee 


ot 


=: o 
—= 


pak Lstin’ Roe 


ee ha NS as ee li 


3 oem | * O 


2746 


Mr. MORRILL. If this bill is pasged there 
will remain a specific duty on it under existing 
laws, though not maintained in the present bill. | 





Mr. DRIGGS. I thought as we were raising | 
additional duties on spices we ought not to for- | 
get that article, but under the gentleman’s state- 
ment | withdraw the amendment. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert on page 32, 
after the word “ statuary,” inline twenty-nine, 
the words *‘brocatella, sienna, and verde antique,”’ 
and to insert in line thirty, after the word “ foot,”’ 
the words ‘‘and in addition thereto 25 per cent. 
ad valorem;’’ so that the clause will read: 

On marble, white statuary, brocatella, sienna, and verde 


antique, in block, rough or squared, $1 25 per cubic foot, 
and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. In line thirty-two I move 
to strike out **75”’ and insert ‘ 50,” so that the 
clause will read: . . 

On veined marble and marble of all other descriptions, 
not otherwise provided for, in block, rough or squared, 50 
cents per cubic foot, and in addition thereto 20 per cent. 
ed valorem, 

Mr. GOOCH. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Vermont his reason for increasing the dut 
upon marble to the extent proposed by the meen 
ment which he now proposes? 

Mr. MORRILL. I suppose the gentleman 
from Massachusetts asks that question for the 
paren of basing an argument upon it, and not 
vecause he is ignorant of the purpose. 

Mr. GOOCH. 
faith. 

Mr. MORRILL, Ofcourse; I understand that. 
The main object is to increase the revenue. Under 
an ad valorem system the importation of marble, 
although it sells here for from one to four dollars 
per cubic foot, I am informed it can be invoiced 
at any price the importers may please, and if the 
duty is an ad valorem one they will pay compar- 
atively nothing; and I will say to the gentleman 
that the various interests engaged in this business 
are entirely satisfied with this proposition of the 
committee, both those who import and those who 
have quarries. This will certainly secure to the 
Government, on the marble imported of this char- 


1 ask the question in good 


acter, 50 cents per cubic foot, and a small ad va- | 


lorem duty. | am informed that marble is invoiced 
at 64 cents a square foot which sells here ata very 
much higher price. 

Mr. GOOCH, _I oppose the amendment of the 
gentlemen from Vermont, and I intend to move 
to reduce the duty still further, By the last act, 
that of 1862, the duty on the better qualities of 
marble was 75 cents per cubic foot, and upon 
marble of all descriptions, not otherwise provided 
for, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MORRILL. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman is not opposing my amendment 
but arguing in favor of it; that is, ofa reduction. 

Mr. GOOCH. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment in the form in which itis, [ am opposed 
to the House changing the rate from 75 cents to 
50 cents, because I think another and different 
change should be made. | am, therefore, opposed 
to it; and 1 move, as anamendment to the amend- 
ment, to strike out al! after the word “ squared,”’ 
in the thirty-second line, down to the word 
*‘thereto,”’ and to insert in lieu thereof ‘80 per 
cent.;’? so as to make the duty 80 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

[ think this isa proposition which should sat- 
isfy everybody. We propose now to double the 
amountofduty on marble, and that I think should 
satisfy those who are engaged in the marble in- 
terestin thiscountry. I believe that the duty in the 
form in which itis proposed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means will virtually be prohibition 
and will not give us any revenue at all from mar- 
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ble. As the bill was originally reported, the tax 
was from a hundred and forty toa hundred and 
fifty per cent. on the value of the article, and was 
designed, it seems to me, to prohibit the impor- 
tation of marble instead of being designed to reg- 
ulate it and give us a revenue from it, and it was 
for that reason that I asked the gentleman from 
Vermont the reason why this duty was proposed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. I certainly hope that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Daset- 
chusetts will not prevail. There is no member 
on the floor of the House whose constituency is 
so deeply interested in this question as myself. 
Almost all the marble of the country, certainly 
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within my district. It is known, or should be 
known, to members of this House, that the Ital- 
ian marble quarries are owned by importers, that 
the cost of labor amounts to buta mere trifle in 
that country, and that the freight is very low, as 


the marble is brought in ships from the Mediter- || 


ranean in ballast. 

My wish was—and I should have deemed it just 
to the Government, and a wise measure, as far as 
revenue is concerned—to have raised the specific 
duty to 75 cents, and 20 per cent. ad valorem in ad- 
dition thereto. Buta good deal of feelingexisted in 
regard to the matter; and after the report of the 
committee came in, providing for those rates, the 
representatives of the importers of Italian marble 
came here, and, on consultation held between 
that interest and the interest which I represent, 
they came to the conclusion that the amendment, 


as proposed by the gentleman from Vermont, | 


would be satisfactory to all parties. The gentle- 


men representing the quarried marble interest | 
willing to have 100 or 125 per | 


would be perfect 
cent. ad valorem duty imposed, because the arti- 
cle is invoiced at just such price as they see fit to 
invoice it at, as they are the owners of the quar- 
ries. It has been invoiced at 64 cents a cubic 
foot. 
valorem duty, it could just as well be invoiced at 
40 cents. The importers know this, and have 
sought to retain an ad valorem rather than a spe- 
cific duty, to which the representatives of the 


marble interests of this country most seriously | 


object. 

Ver the sake of giving a due and proper protec- 
tion to the marble interest of this country, to these 
pr, By of foreign marble, the representatives 
o 


oth interests got together and agreed upon the | 


rates reported by the gentleman from Vermont in 


his amendment; that is, a specific duty of 50 | 


cents per cubic foot instead of 75 cents. The 
importers say that under that duty their business 
can still be carried on. 
the marble interest in this country, though not 


entirely satisfied with that, came to theconclusion | 


not to object to that, and signified their views to 


the member of the Committee of Waysand Means, | 


my colleague, (Mr. Morriti.] In accordance 
with that agreement made by these two interests, 
full 
both interests would accept the 50 cents duty as 

rovided in the amendment offered by my col- 
eague. While! do not think it is enough, while 
I do not think it protects ie labor of the coun- 


try, the cost of which ha’ increased within the | 


last three years nearly if not quite 75 per cent., 
yet lam willing, under all the circumstances, to go 
for the amendment as proposed by my colleague, 
and I hope it will be agreed to. In my judgment 
it is not too high a duty, but is rather too small. 


Had I my own way I certainly would propose | 
the duty as first proposed, 75 instead of 50 cents | 


per cubic foot. Butlam bound in honor to agree 
to the rate of 50 cents, and | hope the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. GOOCH. I move to amend the amendment 
so as to make it 40 instead of 50 cents per cubic 
foot. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not understand this matter | 


recisely as itis understood by thegentleman from 
Varuna who spoke last. I do not understand 
that the marble manufacturers of this country are 
satisfied to accept this provision as itis now pro- 
osed toamend it by the Committee of Ways and 
net I understand that the question which was 
submitted to them was whether they would have 
50 cents or 75 cents per foot, and of course they 
would take 50 cents rather than 75. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE. I ask the gentleman to 
allow me to say a word in explanation. 


Mr. GOOCH. 


my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will come out of the 
gentleman’s time. 

Mr. GOOCH. ThenI cannot yield. I appre- 
hend that very few parties who are affected by 


this change have been here. I have heard of only | 


two or three who have been here at all in connec- 


tion with this matter, and the proposition before | 
them was simply between 50 and 75 cents per foot. | 





all the fine marble, so far as | know, is quarried || when it is in conflict with the general principles 
| which have been observed in the imposition of 
| duties upon other articles. 
| see why this particular article should be selected 


Should it become necessary, under an ad | 


The representatives of | 


and fairly represented, it was concluded that | 








I will if it does not come out of | 





They are at a loss to 


and made to pay a duty of 144 per cent., as the 
clause in the original bill provided. 

The committee now propose to strike out 75 and 
and insert 50 cents per foot, leaving a duty of more 
than 100 per cent. on the article of marble. 

Now, sir, R seems to me that there must have 
been some other object in view in the framing of 
this bill than merely the raising of revenue. I 
can understand very well why the gentleman be- 
fore me [Mr. WoopsrinGe] is in favor of the 
highest duty named. He states his reason very 
frankly—if no marble was imported the value of 
Vermont marble would be increased and the inter- 
ests of his constituents would be promoted. That 
is true, but should we increase the revenue of the 
Government by it?) The very argument shows 
that it is not revenue but protection that was 
sought in framing this bill. I protest against a 
protection of over 100 per cent. on the article of 
marble although it may be beneficial to the State 
of Vermont or any other State in this Union. 

It is true, as the gentleman says, that the in- 
voices of this marble are at the rate of 65 cents 
per cubic foot, but nobody objects that that is not 
a fair price. The gentleman says that it may as 
well be invoiced at 40 cents per cubic foot. It 
has not been done, it has been invoiced at 65 
cents, which is conceded to bea fair price; and it 
will continue to be invoiced at the same price. 
If my amendment is adopted, and the ad valorem 
system continued, I think the 80 per cent, I have 
proposed is quite sufficient. 

But, sir, the change which this bill proposes to 
make from ad valorem to specific duty will work 
a considerable disadvantage to the Government. 
If specific duties are adopted instead of ad valorem, 
the labor of the Government will be increased, 
and the expenses of the importer, in determining 
the amount of duty to be paid. . 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is clearly 
one of the provisions of this bill where the House 
should not follow the Committee of Ways and 
Means, but that we should bring down the rate 
of duty to some fair standard of increase, especially 
when we consider that while the committee have 
been thus anxious to increase the duty on the raw 
‘material, they have lefta duty of only 50 percent. 
upon manufactured marble. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am a little surprised at the 
extreme earnestness of my friend from Massa- 
chusetts. I should rather hear from some gen- 
tleman coming froma marble district in that State. 
It is perfectly evident that the gentleman from 
the Malden district, which produces no marble, 
has been, I will not say crammed, but has received 
his information from some one who represents 
an interest, perhaps, within his own district, but 
not the interest of his State. Now, sir, lam not 
here to ask for protection upon this article; | am 
here merely for the purpose of having justice done 
between the marble quarry men, the marble manu- 
facturers, and the Government. Under our sys- 
tem it is evident that this material in the rough 
block is not subjected to anything like the tax it 
ought to be, me that it cannot be done. When 
the article in this country sells at $4 a foot, is it 
not perfectly obvious to every man in this House 
that it cannot be fairly valued if it is introduced as 
costing only 64cents? Let me inform you what 
tlre process is on the part of these gentlemen who 
do not happen to owna quarry inItaly. I give the 
facts as they have been reported to me, whether 
true or not! donot know. They go there, I am 
credibly informed, and around these quarries find 
hundreds and hundreds of blocks of refuse marble 
valued at nothing. The owners would be glad to 
have them removed, and ask nothing. The pur- 
chaser will buy five hundred of these blocks, 
never intending to remove but one hundred, and 
comes here with an invoice of those blocks at the 
designated average price of the five hundred, and 
real purchasers at bona fide prices find labor so 
cheap in Italy and freight by water so low that 
marble can be landed on our shores at very incon- 
siderable prices. 

Now, the gentlemen who are conducting this 


But I understand from men who have not been || very business admit with the rate we propose that 


here at all that they are opposed to this legislation. | 
They cannot understand why a duty of 144 per | 


they can continue their business—that it is not 


| prohibition—so that the Government will not only 


cent. should be imposed upon the article of marble, || reccive what it did before, but a very largely in- 
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creased revenue. The whole amount is not large, | Mr. ODELL. Myremark in regard to the im- 


to be sure, but there will be a positive increase of 
revenue if this be adopted. 

I will also add that these gentlemen were per- 
fectly willing to have an ad valorem duty of 100 
per cent. puton this article. Why? Simply be- 
cause they can have the first valuation at so low 
a price that they would pay less than under the 
moderate specific proposed. Under the circum- 
stances it is clear if we want to obtain revenue at 
the proper rate we must fix some specific duty. 
The rate proposed by my amendment I do not 
think is too high, and I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. ODELL. I want to say a word. 

Mr.GOOCH. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ODELL. I renew the amendment. On 
page 32 | move to strike out ‘* 75 cents per cubic 
foot’’ and to insert ‘* 40 cents.’ : ; 

1 think, Mr. Chairman, that that is as high a 
rate of duty as should be placed upon that arti- 
cle. And I wantto say to both the gentlemen 
from Vermont that I think they have unnecessa- 
rily reflected upon the merchants who are engaged 
in the importation of these marbles. I happen to 
know those men, and they would scorn whatitis 
intimated they would do. They are governed in 
the importation of marble by the very same laws 
that govern the importation of all other articles. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman let me 
ask him a question? . 

Mr. ODELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman has seen this 

entleman and conversed with him. Did he not 
inform the gentleman from New York that he 
was satisfied with the duty now proposed by the 
committee ? 

Mr. ODELL. [I will answer the gentleman. 
The gentleman ee the importing mar- 
ble interest informed me that he had made an 
arrangement with the gentleman from Vermont, 
together with a gentleman who seemed to be here 
in the marble quarry interest of this country. 

Mr. MORRILL. Also from New York. 

Mr. ODELL. Yes, sir. I object myself to 
any tariff which may be made in that style; I ob- 
ject to any arrangement made in this Hall with 
members on the floor and members of the Sen- 
ate, as this gentleman assured me that he had 
made anarrangement. Ihave my own judgment 
about this matter, and not the judgment of the 
gentleman from New York referred to by the 
gentleman from Vermont. 

This bill makes an advance of 60 cents on the 
— tariff; the gentleman said to me that he 

ad made such an arrangement; but it was the 
best thathe could do. Thinking he could do no 
better he has left the city and gone home. 

Mr. MORRILL. There were several gentle- 
men here representing the marble interest, all 
from New York. They represented different in- 
terests. I told them if they would agree on what 
was a fair and —. reduction of the rates in the 
printed bill, provided it was such an agreement as 
would secure the Government increased revenue, 
I would be willing to support it. , 

Mr. ODELL. I have no doubt the gentleman 
speaks truly; but I object to the arrangement. I 
eee it, | object to an arrangement by which the 
lobby outside decide upon what we members of 
Congress shall do in fixing the rate of duty upon 
the articles which are in this tariff bill, even though 
the gentleman representing Vermont upon this 
floor may agree to it. 

_Now, this article costs 60, 65, and sometimes as 
high as 70 cents a foot, and those invoices are 
justas honest and just as true as any presented at 


the New York or any other custom-house in the 


country, and they are guarded against fraud in just 
the same way, the Government being protected 
against fraud by its consular certificates; and I 
think it unfair for the gentleman from Vermont to 
get up on this floor and impugn the honesty 
and integrity of the merchants engaged in this 
Italian trade. 
Here the hammer fell. 

r.MORRILL, I willsay one word in reply. 
I do not impugn the integrity of these men. I 
was very favorably impressed with their appear- 
ance. y impeachment is of the ad valorem sys- 
tem as a whole. It seems we cannot suit gentle- 
men here. Some find fault because the Committee 
of Ways and Means do not consult outsiders. 


ee we do consult them we are then found fault 
with. 





| 
| 


peachment of the integrity of these gentlemen 
connected with this trade had reference to the state- 
ment made by the gentleman’s colleague and his 
own, when he said these men would invoice this 
marble at just what they chose, and that they 
were willing to pay an ad valorem duty even as 
high as 100 per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL. What I said in reference to 
100 per cent. is true, nevertheless. 

Mr.ODELL. That may be true,and my prop- 
osition is to make them pay 100 per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL. Does the gentleman believe 
that if this marble were fairly invoiced any party 
would be willing to pay 100 per cent. upon its 
value? 

Mr.ODELL. I do believe it, but I do not be- 
lieve they are willing to pay 160 per cent. 

The amendment of Mr. Ovex to the amend- 
meni of Mr. Morritt was not agreed to. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Morritt was 
agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. Goocu was not agreed 

Mr. KASSON. I move to amend, on page 33, 
in line forty-two, by striking out the words “‘ on 
palm-leaf fans, 2 cents.”” In calling the atten- 
tion of the committee to this subject, I will say 
that I had a statement, taken from the Journal of 
Commerce, of New York, which I believe was 
reliable, and which stated that the stock on hand 
amounts to about five years’ consumption; that 
there were about fifteen thousand cases on hand, 
when the annual consumption is probably about 
three thousand. The only effect of putting on 
the high tariff, amounting to three or four hun- 
dred per cent., will be to prevent all importations 
for some years to come, and the tax will inure to 
the benefit of a few persons who hold this stock; 
whereas a lower rate of duty might leave a chance 
for some revenue by allowing importations. 1 
call the attention of the committee to these state- 
ments, and if they are true I hope they will act 
upon them. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think, if we intend to lay 
any tax, 2 cents is low enough. If there isa 
stock on hand for five years no more will be im- 
= at any rate, and if they do import them, 

cents per fan on a hot day is not too much. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, by adding thereto the 
words ‘on and after January, 1866.’’ The price 
of these fans in China is less than a cent, some- 
thing like three quarters of acent. It is one of 
those little things which the speculators have 
found and wholly monopolized. Under some in- 
fluence or other the subject has been introduced 
to the attention of the Sdemiittes of Ways and 
Means, and they have imposed upon this little 
article of palm-leaf fans, worth three quarters of 
a cent, a duty of 2 cents. If you do that these 
speculators will have the control of the market 
for three or four years, and have all the profits. 

Let me suggest to the committee that the great- 
est liability they are under to be imposed upon, is 
from outside men who have the control of little 
articles, and who come here, after the monopoly 
is acquired, and demand a high duty upon the 
importation of those articles. 

tis the ‘* whisky-on-hand”’ story over again, 
applied in this case to palm-leaf fans. If gentle- 
men want to foil speculators they had better 
adopt my amendment. 

r. MORRILL. It is utterly impossible for 
the Committee of Ways and Means to suit all 
sides of this House. If we did not levy a heavy 
duty on spices, then gentlemen would go abroad 
to the people and say, ‘‘ Here are articles of Jux- 
ury which you have not taxed; you have in- 
creased the taxes upon the necessaries of life but 
not upon the luxuries.”’ 

In relation tospices, while for one I thought that 
the rates were sufficiently high, as they exist under 
our present laws, other gentlemen did not think 
so. Inquiries came to the Committee of Ways 
and Means from all sides of the House to know 
whether we were not going to raise the duty on 
spices. 

I have no doubt that there are many gentlemen 
in New York, or at least some, who have large 
stocks of these articles on hand; perhaps enough 


to supply the country for a year or two; but we || 


must begin to levy duties at some time. I do not 
understand that either the gentleman from New 
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York or the gentleman from Iowa complains 
that this tax is going to increase the price of these 
articles unnecessarily high or to such rates that 
they will not still be freely purchased. 

I presume there are parties in New York who 
have large quantities of these articles on hand; 
but I will tell my friend from New York that gen- 
tlemen outside of the Committee of Ways and 
Means are sometimes liable to be imposed upon 
by parties who have these same articles now on 
shipboard coming here under fresh invoices and 
upon which they might not make under the new 
rate of the tariff aready and profitable sale. Ido 
not say that the gentleman from New York has 
seen any such persons, but it is as fair toassume 
that such is the fact as it is to assume that gentle- 
men who have been before the Committee of 
Ways and Means have stock on hand. 

For myself I care nothing at all about this arti- 
cle, whether it is included in this bill or not. I 
can see no particular harm in excluding it alto- 
gether. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The question recurring on Mr. Kasson’s amend- 
ment to strike out the whole clause, it was put, 
and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORRILL. On page 33, line fifty-three, 
I move to strike out the word ** twenty” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof ** ten,’’ so that the clause will 
read: ‘‘On pens, metallic, ten cents per gross, and 
in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. LE BLOND. I wish to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Vermont to the fourteenth 
section of the bill, which provides that— 


On the entry of any vessel or of any goods, wares, or 


> merchandise, the decision of the collector of customs at the 


port of importation and entry, as to the rate and amount of 
duties to be paid on the tonnage of such vessel or on such 
goods, wares, or merchandise, and the dutiable costs and 
charges thereon, shall be final and conclusive against all 
persons interested therein, unless the owner, master, com- 
mander, or consignee of such vesset in the case of duties 
levied on tonnage, or the Owner, linporter, consignee, or 
agent of the merehandise, in the case of duties levied on 
goods, wares, or merchandise, or the cost and charges there- 
on, shall, within ten days atter the ascertainment and li- 
quidation of the duties by the proper officers of the cus- 
toms, as well in cases of merchandise entered in bond as 
for consuinption, give notice in writing to the collector on 
each entry. if dissatixfied with his decision, setting farth 
therein, distinetly and specifically, the grounds of bis ob- 
jection thereto, &c. 


Is it intended by the use of the words ‘ on each 
entry’’ in the sixteenth line that the notice shall 
be indorsed on the entry made in the custom- 
house, or is it merely intended that notice shall 
be given to the collector? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is merely intended that 
notice in writing shall be given to the collector at 
the time of the entry of the goods, 

Mr. LE BLOND. Then I move to strike out 
the words ‘fon each entry.”’ | offer that amend- 
ment because [ think that all that should be re- 
oe is that notice shall be given to the collector. 

f the gentleman is at all familiar with custom- 
house operations—and I have no doubt he has had 
more experience in such matters than | have—he 
must know that these entries pass through the 
hands of innumerable clerks, and thatitis almost 
impossible under any circumstances to keep track 
of them. 

Mr.ODELL. I wouldask the gentleman from 
Vermont if the term ‘*on each entry”’ applies to 
each entry made of goods? 

Mr. MORRILL. That is all. 
pliesAo the entry of goods. 

Mr. LE BLOND. All I desire is that the no- 
tice shall simply be given to the collector, and that 
an individual shall not be required to hunt up his 


It merely ap- 


Mr. MORRILL. 
means now. 

Mr. LEBLOND. Then! withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask leave of the committee 
to go back to lines forty-four and forty-five of 
section eleven on page 30, for the purpose of 
offering an amendment in relation to the Taig on 
oil of cloves. 

Mr. MORRILL. I believe it is necessary that 
we should go back. We have raised the duty on 

| cloves very largely, and the duty on oil of cloves 


Thatis just what the section 


|| ought also to be raised. 


entry and indorse the notice on that. 
' 
| 
1 
| 


Mr. LE BLOND. I must object, because | 
have not yet done with this fourteenth section. 
| Mr. KELLEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 


. 
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He withdrew his amendment, and I thought he 
was through with the section. 

Mr.LE BLOND. I move to amend the four- 
teenth section by striking out the words “ ninety 
days’’ where they occur in the twenty-fourth and 
also in the twenty-eighth lines, and ingerting in 
lieu thereof the words ‘* one year;” so that the 
clause will read: 

And such vessel, goods, wares, or merchandise, or coste 
and charges, shall be liable to duty accordingly, any act of 
Congress to the contrary notwithstanding, uniess suit shall 
be brought within one year after the decision of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury on such appeal for any duties which 
shall have been paid before the date of such decision on 
euch vessel, or on such goods, wares, or merchandise, or 
costs, or charges, or within one year after the payment of 
duties paid after the decision of the Secretary. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment for these 
reasons: a great many of these cases are brought 
into the district courts of the United States; and 
if the time be limited to ninety days that only 
multiplies these cases. If the time be extended 
to one year, then when the party brings his suit 
he must embrace all the causes of suit he has on 
hand up to thattime. This will be a benefit to 
the Government; for the Government receives the 
duties at the time the entries are made, and retains 
the money till the suit is decided. Therefore the 
Government will not suffer by this, while it does 
suffer from a multiplicity of suits, which this 
would to some extent prevent. 

| have also another amendment which I pro- 
pose to offer,and which, if adopted, will I think 
save the Government a considerable amount of 
money. Gentlemen will recollect that but a few 
days ago there were some one hundred and forty 
cases decided in the district court of the United 
States in New York, growing out of this very 
state of things; whereas if the time for commen- 
cing suithad been extended to one year there would 
have been a less number of suits, and the Gov- 
ernment would have had to pay a less amount of 
costs; for all these cases were decided against the 
United States. I think that the longer the time 
for commencing suits is extended the less num- 
ber of cases will be brought, which will be to the 
interest of the Government. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I am quite 
satisfied that the gentieman from Ohio has not 
cafefully considered this section, for itis designed 
by the law officers here and in New York to rem- 
edy the very evil of which hecomplains. Itisto 
prevent the accumulation of suitsagainst the Uni- 
ted States until the decision of the Secretary of 
the Treasury can be adopted. It does not bar 
any man, who may consider himself aggrieved 
by having to pay a wrong amount of duties, from 
commencing a suit; but he must commence it 
within a certain time. It will not allow, as here- 
tofore, a long period to elapse before suits come 
up for decision. I think that if the gentleman 
will read the section carefully he will find it does 
remedy the very evils which he proposes to rem- 
edy. It is certainly so designed; and the section 
is introduced by the Committee of Ways and 
Means on consultation, as I said, with the law 
officers of the Treasury Department, and with 
the officers of customs in New York. 

Mr. LE BLOND, Mr. Chairman, my sole ob- 
ject is to consolidate these cases, instead of hav- 
ing Uvem divided up. I will make a brief state- 
ment to the committee in regard to the manner in 
which these cases are carried on in New York. I 
noticed, as 1 said before, that last week or the 
week before, there had been one hundred and 
forty cases disposed of in a single day inthedis- 
trict court of the United States in New York. 
They all wenton adecision which had been made 
by the district court of the United States as far 
back as 1856. Yet,as the law now atands, the 
decision of the district court must receive the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury before 
the collector can act upon that decision. 

The Secretary of the Treasury believed that the 
district court of the United States had erred in the 
decision made in J856. In consequence of his 
judgment on that question he declined giving any 
instruction to the collector of New York. The 
result is that the collector has continued to exact 
the duties from importers; and they have paid the 
amount under protest, and then instituted suits. 
The court is burdened with that class of cases. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

‘The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 





Mr. LE BLOND. I movetoamend by insert- 
ing at the end of the section as follows: 


Provided, That when adjudication has been bad in any | 





of the dm#trict courts of the United States upon any ques- || 


tions nrising under the provisions of this act or of any act of 


which this is an amendment, the collectors of the several | 
ports shall be governed by said decision, and no instruc- 
tions from the Secretary of the Treasury shall be necessary 
for said collectors to be governed thereby. 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, that will 
never do, because that would be an intermediate 
nisi prius decision. 1 think the law had better be 
left as it is. 

Mr. LE BLOND. I thought I had the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.LE BLOND. I supposed I had the floor, 
Mr. Chairman, 1 offered this amendment in good 
faith; I did it for the purpose of compelling either 
the Secretary of the Saeete or the collectors of 
oo to prosecute some of these cases to a final 

earing, and establish a precedent in the matter. 
Now, asI was saying before, alarge class of cases 
have gone up, and decisions have been made. 
The Secretary of the Treasury differs with the 
courts in their construction of the law, and de- 
clines to give any instruction to collectors to fol- 
low the decisions made, and the effect is that these 
cases come into courtday after day upon the same 
question, are carried to the same judge, passed 
upon by the same judge, and decided in each in- 
stance against the United States. Now, sir, I 
undertake to say, and I think it can be well au- 
thenticated, that the United States pay in the city 
of New York alone every year over one hundred 
thousand dollars’ costs upon these very questions 
which have been so often adjudicated upon in the 
district courts of the United States, and yct the 
Secretary of the Treasury declines or refuses to 
comply with these decisions, and neglects to have 
any of them carried up for final adjudication in 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

In every one of these cases, one hundred and 
forty of which were passed upon last week in the 
city of New York, the Government pays the dis- 
trict attorney thirty dollars, and whenever he 
argues a case he receives an additional sum from 
the Government. And so the Government con- 
tinues to pay the cost in those cases notwith- 
standing the adjudication upon them. I think 
this bill ought to pass, and | hope it will pass. 

Mr.GANSON. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that the construction of his amend- 
ment might cut off the right of appeal altogether 
from the district court to a superiorcourt. | pre- 
sume that is not his intention, and therefore sug- 
gest to him that the language of his amendment 
bad better be modified. 

Mr. LE BLOND. I do not think the amend- 
ment will have that effect. I will, however, add 
to it ‘‘unless, where the decision is against the 
United States, an appeal is taken from that de- 
cision’’—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me suggest that the same 
difficulty would still occur unless there is added 
something to this effect: “‘unless the decision is 
reversed upon appeal.”’ 

Mr. LE BLOND. I will accept that modifica- 
tion. 

The amendment, as modified, was read, es fol- 
lows: 

Provided, That when adjudication has been had in any 
of the district courts of the United States upon any ques- 
tions arising under the provisions of this act, or of any act 
of which this is an amendment, the collectors of the sev- 
eral ports shall be governed by said decision, and no instruc- 
tions of the Secretary of the Treasury shall be necessary 
for collectors to be governed thereby, unless reversed on 
appeal. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I move toamend 
the amendment by striking out “ unless reversed 
on appeal” and inserting ‘‘ unless an appeal be 
taken from said decision and prosecuted.” 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I now ask 
unanimous consent to go back to scction cleven, 
page 30, lines forty-four and forty-five, to strike out 
the words “‘ one dollar and fifty cents’’and insert 
in lieu thereof *‘ six dollars,’’so that it will make 
the duty on cloves six dollars per pound. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
received, 

Mr. KELLEY. The amendment is to restore 
the relation that has existed heretofore between 








June 4, 


cloyes.and the oil of cloves. The oil of cloves ig 
as fifteen to one upon the raw material. The 
duty heretofore has been ten cents upon the oil 
of cloves; we have made it forty cents,. The ob- 
ject of this amendment, therefore, is simply a 
restoration of the old relation of duty between 
cloves and the oil of cloves. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEY. I move toamend inline five of 
section eighteen by inserting after the word ‘‘ ex- 
cept’’ the words *‘ linseed, hides, and skins.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 19. And beit further enacted, That all goods, wares, 
and merchandise which may be in the public stores on the 
day and year aforesaid shall be subjected to no other duty 
upon the entry thereof than if the same were imported re- 
spectively after that day. 

Mr. MORRILL moved, after the words ** pub- 
lic stores’’ to insert the words “ or bonded ware- 
houses.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to add to the section 
the following: 

And so much of the act of August 6, 1846, as requires 


the sale of fire-crackers deposited in bonded wareliouses 
is hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ido not agree to this sec- 
tion, and I want a vote of the House on it. 
move to strike out the whole section and insert 
the following in lieu thereof: 

That all goods, wares, and merchandise which may be 
in the public stores or bonded warehouses, or bonded for 
transportation, On the day this act takes effeet shall, when 
entered for home consumption, pay the duty under which 
they were imported. 

Mr. Chairman, we have already passed a joint 
resolution by which those were retieved who took 
out goods before the passage of the resolution 
imposing 50 per cent. of duty additional, and paid 
the new duty of 50 per cent.on them. We re- 
lieved them and allowed them to pay the duty 
which exjsted when the goods were imported; 
and we provided that the duty should be refunded 
to them, so far as it aes theoldlaw. Now 
it seems strange that the principle cannot work 
both ways, We know when they were taken 
from the bonded warehouses they should pay the 
duties on them when they were imported; and | 
think as soon as this law is passed there ought 
to be precisely the same rule, or else the Govern- 
ment will lose revenue at both ends. If they 
have been imported within sixty days let them 
pay the same duty as if they had entered into 
consumption at once. 

1 know that it will be said that the joint reso- 
lution increasing the duties 50 per cent. additional 
was temporary. We know that it was necessary. 
We know that the merchants hastened their goods 
in soas to get rid of the additional duties, Lknow 
that during the week before that law passed 
$8,000,000 of goods were imported into New York 
alone, a larger amount than ever before in one 
week; and eet escaped the 50 per cent. additional 
duty. If put into the bonded warehouses, al- 
though imported under that law, we will let them 
out under this provision. We will reverse the 
principle on which we have refunded to them the 
50 per cent. additional duty if in the warehouse 
before the juintresolution was passed. It seems 
to me that this is all wrong. Hence, I say let 
those in the bonded warehouses, when entered 
for consumption, pay precisely the duty as when 
imported, and neither higher nor lower when this 
goes into effect. 

Mr. WILSON. Does the gentleman propose 
to have goods imported prior to the passage of 
the joint resolution pay duties which were in force 
prior to that time? 

Mr. STEVENS. That we have already de- 
cided by a joint resolution which we have sent 
to the other House. 

Mr. WILSON, I think thatthat was an erro- 
neous action on the part of the House. A great 
many members were deceived as to its effect. 

Mr. STEVENS. We will make it still worse 
by this provision in the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, I do notthink so. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I think that 
we ought to exercise common justice toward the 
commerce of the country. Now,as | understand 
it, in all previous legislation it has been the prac- 
tice of Congress in all cases to allow the merchant 
to take his option. If we decreased or diminished 
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the duties, then they were allowed to come in un- 
der the lower and latest tariff; and if we increased 
the duties, they were allowed to take them out | 
under the rates levied before the new tariff went | 
into operation. There will be sufficient notice on | 
the part of gentlemen—importers can take out 
merchandise before the Ist of July where rates are 
increased—and we shall not gain anything by 
sharp practice on the merchants of the country. 
If they can make anything by taking them out 
before the Ist of July they willdo it. The joint 
resolution which we passed was passed for merely 
a temporary purpose—passed until we could pre- 
pare this more mature bill. If we obtain what 
we shall obtain under this matured plan, isit not 
all that Congress should ask? I think it is. 
Then, again, let me say that under the opera- 
tion of this proposition there might be three or 
four different rates of duty under which goods in 
bond would be taken from the custom-house. | 
They might be taken from the custom-house under | 
| 
| 





the rates of duty which prevailed before the joint 
resolution passed, and they might be taken out 
under the rates of the joint resolution, or under 
the present tariff. And let me say further thata 
very incongruous state of things would result out 
of the fact that the joint resolution which we last 
passed explanatory of a ereree resolution has 
not passed th Senate, and may not. 

Under the circumstances I trust the House will 
allow this to pass in its usualand common form. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I move to strike out 
the last word of the amendment. Let me show 
the position in which the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania would place on im- 
porter. In the importation of nitrate of silver 
we have to send out our orders six months ahead. 
The man who had a cargo arrived before the pas- 
sage of the joint resolution paid a tariff of 1 cent 
a pound upon it. I hada cargo which arrived 
day before yesterday, and I have to pay, under 
the joint resolution, 1j cent a pound. Now if 
the gentleman’s amendment prevails, the man who 
brings in a cargo in July will have to pay only 
1 centa pound. If you will impose an increased 
duty of 50 per cent. and keep it there, I will have 
no objection. I withdraw my amendment. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Stevens was 
not agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. 


I move to amend section nine- 


words * for consumption;”’ so that it will read: 


That all goods, wares, and merchandise which may be 
in the public stores on the day and year aforesaid shall be 
subjected to no other duty upon the entry thereof for con- 
sumption than if the same were imported respectively after 
that day. 

Mr. PENDLETON. They may be entered | 
for other things than for consumption. They may 
be entered for transportation and reshipment. — | 

Mr. HOOPER. Then there is no duty paid, | 


Mr. PENDLETON. But when they are en- 


tered for consumption afterwards there is a duty | 
to be paid. 





I object to the amendment proposed | 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, aan pro- | 
pose that the same rule shall be applied, no mat- 

ter for what purpose the goods may be entered. | 


Mr. HOOPER. The gentleman misunder- 


stands the ‘sev et of the amendment. The ori- 
ginal entry of goods is for warehousing; then | 


there is another entry for exportation, and of | 
course there is no duty payable. The section 

does not apply to that, but only applies to the | 
entry for consumption, and therefore I wish to | 
designate that entry. 
_Mr. PENDLETON. I would rather the sec: | 
tion should stand as it is. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENS. There is one little amend- 
ment we have passed somewhat hastily, and which 
1 believe is wrong. By unanimous consent I will 
g° back to page 30, where we inserted nitrate of 
ead, and imposed a dut upon it of 30 per cent. 
ad valorem. All agree that that is too low, and 
we propose to change it to 3} cents a pound. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lilinois. If it can be- 
done without raising any discussion I will not 
object to going back. 

Mr. STEVENS. It will not congumeany time. 
1 move to amend by striking out 30° per cent. 
ad valorem,” and inserting ‘* 3} cents per pound.” | 


yr 5 
Phe amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FENTON. task unanimous consent to | 
go back to page 11 to supply an omission in line | 
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teen by inserting after the word ‘thereof’? the 














one hundred and forty-five. It is to insert after 
‘dollar’? the words ‘‘ and fifty cents;’’ so that 
the clause will read: 

On all handsaws not over twenty*four Inches in length, 
75 cents per dozen, and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad 
valorem; over twenty-four inches in length, §1 50 per 
dozen, and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin, objected. 
Mr. KASSON. I move to insert after section 
twenty the following as a new section: 


Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That during a period 
of one year from the passage of this act there may be Im- 
ported into the United States, free of duty, any machinery 
designed for and adapted to the manufacture of woven 
fabrics from the fiber of flax or hemp, including all the pre- 
liminary processes required therefor ; also, all machines for 
plowing, operated by steam power, and imported for the 
use or at the request of any State or county agricultural 
society organized In purswance of the laws of either of the 
United States. 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, with the permis- 


sion of the committee, that there have been ap- | 


plications made in behalf, [ think, of the State 
Agricultural Society of New York, and from one 
or two other sources, for leave to introduce one 
such plowing machine, operated by steam, for 
the purpose of experiment and of testing its ea- 
pacity for use in this country. ‘These machines 
oan been invented in England and have been 
used to some extent in Egypt and on the delta of 
the Nile. 1 need not cull the attention of gentle- 
men from the West to the peculiar adaptation of 
the soil of the western States to the use of these 
machines, if they are practical ones; nor, onthe 
other hand, to the very great necessity that exists 
in the West, where labor has become so scarce 
in consequence of the large contribution of men 
to the war, for the introduction of such machines 
to save labor. 

| offer my amendment, so far as relates to that, 
to enable gentlemen who, in the interest of an 
agricultural society, or at the inspiration of such 
a society, may be willing to stake the original cost 
of one of these machines, which amounts to sev- 
eral thousand dollars, on his faith in the experi- 
ment, to do s6 without the added expense of the 
tariff duty upon it. 

As to the other branch of the subject I desire 
to say this: certain gentlemen from Illinois have 
been investigating the capacity of. machines in 
use in England and other parts of Europe to man- 
ufacture the fiber of flax and hemp into a material 
that will be a substitute for gunnybags and other 
things of that kind. As anew branch of indus- 
try | think the least that the United States ought 
to do is to say to those gentlemen who are will- 


ing to engage in this enterprise that they will be | 


permitted for a year to introduce such machinery 
as is adapted for that purpose free of duty. This 
machinery for the manufacture of the fiber of flax 
and hemp is not made anywhere in the United 
States, and under our present tariff we have only 
the right to import free of duty the molds for 
the purpose of illustrating the character of the 
machinery. Gentlemen say that that is inade- 
quate, and that they must have the machinery 
itself to put up, and try and see whether they can 
develop this new industry. 

I ask members who think itimportant to stim- 
ulate the agricultural interests of the country to 
agree to this amendment, and allow this machin- 
ery to be introduced free of duty; permit any one 


who is willing to stake his money on such enter- | 
prises to do so, as it will be for the benefit of the | 


country. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. 
the gentleman from lowa will be agreed to, 
know that in my own State 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman is not op- 
posing the amendment. 
then the gentleman from New York can offer an 
amendment to it, and speak on that. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this system of 
allowing special favors. If we allow this priv- 
ilege to one State or to one individual, we must 
allow it to all others. Under the present tariff 
patterns of all machines used in Europe can be 
imported into this country free of duty, whether 
the patterns be made of wood or of metal. ‘That, 
I think, is sufficient. Let them import the pat- 
terns and manufacture the machines here. Lun- 





derstand that a New York company has been got | 
up to manufacture these very machines. Letthem | 


import the patterns and manufacture them here. 
The idea that this country is to be flooded with 
these machines free of daty, each of which is to 
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cost about $20,000, is contrary to all the princi- 


| ; 





I hope the amendment of | 
I 


I propose to do so; and | 











ples of the tariff which we have adopted, cither 
for revenue or for protection. It is netatall ne- 


| cessary when every pattern of the latest and most 


improved kind of these machines can come in 
free of duty. It looks to me absurd to ask that 
the manufactured article shall be brought in free 
of duty, instead of its being manufactured here, 
I trust that no modification of the law in that 
respect will be made. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I propose to amend the 
amendment by limiting the number to ten for each 
State. I can state from my own knowledge that 
under the operation of the tariff regulations that 
have existed heretofore not a solitary establish- 
ment for the manufacture of duck and linen goods 


| exists in the country to-day. Our entire Navy 


is supplied with these goods from abroad, for the 
reason that the home establishments, under the 
operation of the tariff, have been broken down and 
no longer exist. I know gentlemen in my own 


| State who have investigated this subject, and who 


have sent agents abroad for the purpose of «exam- 
ining the best machinery in use with « view to 
bring it here, and who are making an effort to re- 
establish the manufacture of that particular kind 
of goods, but in the present state of this interest 
it is necessary that we should encourage these 
gentlemen, who are willing toembark their money 
and have the enterprise to send agents abroad for 
the purpose of introducing improved machinery 
here, 

Mr. ARNOLD. L oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Griswotp,] 
and I am in favor of the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, [Mr. Riceoa) The propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Iowa will not lessen 
the revenue of the country, and it is of great im- 
portance, and especially to the Northwest, that 
the manufacturers of flax shall be encouraged, 
There is a very large quantity of it grown in that 
section for the purpose of seed; but the fiber is 
lost in consequence of there being no establish- 
ments suited to its manufacture. I[t is very im- 
portant, therefore, to that interest that the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from lowa should 
prevail, in order that the large quantity of flax 


| . . 
| raised for the purpose of seed may not be lost to 


the country, but that this branch of manufacture 
may be fostered and encouraged. ‘The encour- 
agement proposed is a very slight one. It is sim- 
ply that fora single year the machinery necessary 
to induce this kind of manufacture shall be per- 
mitted to be imported duty free. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Under the 
existing law all models of machinery can be im- 
ported duty free. I would ask my colleague what 
objection he has to having the models imported 
and letting the mechanics at Chicago have the job 
of manufacturing the machinery. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I will tell my colleague what 
isthe objection. If those gentlemen who are dis- 
posed toembark in this enterprise are permitted for 
one year to import the necessary machinery duty 
free, and this branch of manufacture can be suc- 
cessfully established, then there will spring up not 
only the business of manufacturing flax, but also 
the business of manufacturing this machinery. 
But in order to accomplish that result we must hold 
out some encouragement in the beginning to these 
manufacturers, because this is an experiment in 
which men will not embark unless they receive 
some aid from the Government, and this certainly 
is very slight encouragement, as they are only to 
be permitted to import this machinery duty free 
for one year. I trust that the amendment of my 
friend from Iowa will prevail. 

Mr.GRISWOLD. I withdraw the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. Lask the gentleman from 
Iowa to acceptas a substitute for the latter clause 
of his amendment the following: 

Steam icultural machinery and implements may be 
imported tree trom duty for one year from the passuge of 
this act. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a very slight boon that be- 
nevolent men ask of the Government, that they 
shall have the privilege, for the benefit of the ag- 
ricultural interests of the country,of trying this 
experiment for one year. 

The objection raised to the amendment is that 
models can be imported and our own mechanics 
can construct the machinery. Gentlemen who 
make that objection should béar in mind that 
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there is aa great a scarcity of mechanical labor 
now as there is of agricultural labor. We have 
not mechanics who are at liberty to construct 
these machines. Thelabor is not in the country. 
It is known to every man that we are at this time 
encouraging the importation of laborers, and yet 
the moment eo ae is made to permit the 
importation of this machinery duty free for a 
short space of time, we are met with the objec- 
tion that the machines can be constructed here. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, unless this privilege is 
extended, I venture to say that during the next 

ear there will not be a single machine, operated 
by steam, introduced into this country. Now is 
the time of all others to introduce, if practicable, 
such machinery into use in this country. The 
Secretary of the Treasury favors this measure. 
His letter to the Committee of Ways and Means 
on this subject is in the House now, as | under- 
stand, favoring this very proposition. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted, and that 
any individual under the auspices of an agricul- 
tural society who chooses to invest his money 
will be encouraged. 

It is much better for the Government to con- 
tribute a small amount from its revenue to intro- 
duce these Jabor-saving machines than to expend 
it in importing the pose to supply its place, 
It is said that we may import the models of these 
machines and manufacture them ourselves. That 
is impossible. The experiment has been tried, 
and it has proved a failure. Our mechanics will 
doubtless improve upon the machines sent from 
Europe, when they have those machines here in 
actual operation, I am informed that the experi- 
ment has already been tried of introducing the 
models of these machines from Europe for the 
purpose of constructing machines, and that it has 
failed. But, sir, let the machines themselves be 
introduced, and, if successful, our mechanics will 
then construct them afterwards. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope the amendment of 
the gentleman last up will not prevail, but that the 
amendment as originally offered will be adopted. 
I think it is very highly important that the ma- 
chinery which has been alluded to for the manu- 
facture of flax and hemp should be imported and 
the experiment of its practicability tried; and it 
is certainly important that the steam agricultural 
machinery now in its infancy should be imported 
duty free for at least one year. Itis nothing more 
than the people of the United States have the 
right to expect from their Government. If they 
were to ask the Government to introduce the 
steam plows at its own expense and distribute 
them among the agricultural societies atthe West, 
it would not be an unreasonable request, for the 
purpose of testing the usefulness of applying such 
machinery to the cultivation of ourimmense fields 
in the West. Camels were introduced into the 
country some years ago by the Government for 
the purpose of testing their usefulness for trans- 
portation Over the deserts which lie on the route 
to the Pacific, resembling in many respects the 
African deserts where the camel is used with so 
much success. And I see no reason why steam 
plows should not also be introduced by the Gov- 
ernment to see whether they may not be rendered 
available in the cultivation of the immense prairies 
of the West. 

The gentleman intimates that all this machinery 
may be constructed by the mechanics of this coun- 
try, and that we seed Wik bring it from abroad. I 
apprehend that will not be done. No mechanic 
or business man will be found investing his 
money rashly in the construction at large expense 
of new machinery before he is satisfied that when 
constructed it can be sold by him in the country. 
If this amendment be adopted, however, it may 
not be twelve months before we shall be able to 
witness the operation of the steam plow in break- 
ing up the virgin soil of the West. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the committce 
rise for the purpose of closing debate upon this 
amendment. 

Mr. FENTON, Iask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania first to allow a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury to be read upon this subject. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will withdraw the motion 
for that purpose. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Treasury DerartMent, May 17, 1864. 


Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a communi- 
cation from Mr, BE. Cgrneill, of Ithaca, New York, soliciting 
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the coiiperation of the Government to the extent of being 


allowed to import one entire set of the different models of 
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steam agricultural machinery from England free of duty. 

Mr. Cornell writes: **The great seareity of agricultural 
labor, caused by the heavy demand of the Government for 
men to fill the ranks of our Army, has led to an organized 
movement in the State of New York for the introduction 
of steam in the cultivation of farms.’ 

The obvious importance of this enterprise commends it 
to the favor of Congress, and may, perhaps, warrant the 
free admission of steam agricultural implements for a lim- 


| ited period, under the same general principle which is now 
| recognized in the free admission of articles for the use of 


eee 


the United States. 

The whole matter is respectfully submitted for your con- 
sideration. 

I am, very respectfully, 8. P. CHASE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Tuappevs Stevens, Chairman Committee of We 

and Means, House of Representatives, Washington, pt. 


Mr. STEVENS. I now move that the com- 
mittee rise, for the purpose of closing debate. 

Mr.FENTON. I think there will be no more 
debate. 

Mr. STEVENS. If there is not, I will, of 
course, withdraw the motion. 

The question was stated on the amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. KASSON. I will accept that as a substi- 
tute for the latter portion of my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the word “‘ steam.’”’ There 
is no reason why this discrimination should be 
made in favor of large capitalists engaged in farm- 
ing and against the small capitalists; and the 
whole of this thing is in favor of large capitalists. 
There is no good reason why this should be so. 
I live in a country where there is no steam ma- 
chinery used in agriculture. This may be im- 
portant to the regions where men have a thousand 
acres each under cultivation. My constituents 
are small farmers and do not need this machin- 
ery. They have to pay duty on the agricultural 
implements which they use, which | think ought 
to come in duty free. 

Mr. KASSON. I hope that the gentleman 
from Indiana will not press hisamendment to the 
amendment. And, sir, our own manufacturers 
of agricultural implements not only can supply 
but do supply the entire demand cheaper than we 
can import them. That is not a practical benefit 
to agriculture; this is; and instead of being op- 
posed by those who fear that a like profit will be 
taken from some of the manufacturers of machin- 
ery it ought generally to be supported, for if suc- 
cessful it will setevery shop in the country at work 
in order to supply the machines here at home. 

If this be adopted the result will be that only 
three or four maciiines will be imported, as it 
takes time to get the order out and the machinery 
imported. lL hope the amendment will be allowed 
to stand as it is. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The question then recurred on Mr. Kasson’s 
amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, 
noes 42. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I move to adopt 
the following as an additional section: 

Sec. 23. nd he it further enacted, That whenever goods, 
wares, and merchandise shall be entered in bond, and the 
owner shall desire to transfer such goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise to another port of entry in bond, he may appear 
before the collector of the portto which the same are to be 
transferred, and may prove the value and produce invoices 
of the goods so imported, and give the bond in the same 
manner as by provision of law he is now required to prove 
value and give bond to the collector of the origina! port of 
entry; and he shall, thereupon, be entitled to have his 
goods, wares, and merchandise forwarded in bond to the 
port of destination in the manner now provided by law. 

Mr. Chairman, the object of that amendment 
is to relieve merchants who are not upon the sea- 
board from some of the inconveniences of bein 
forced to appear before the collector of the ori- 
ginal port to enter and make these proofs. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move this as the last 
amendmentof the Committee of Waysand Means, 
to come in at the end of the last section: 

And provided further, That the duties on all goods, wares, 


and merchandise imported from foreign countries not pro- 
vided for by this act, shall be and remain as they were ac- 
cording to existing |aws prior to the 29th of April, 1864. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Scnencx reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union general] 
under consideration and particularly House bil 
No. 494, to increase duties on imports, and for 
other purposes, and had directed him to report 
the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the following titles; when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No, 293) to provide for the pay- 
ment of the second regiment, third brigade, Ohio 
volunteer militia during the time they were mus- 
tered into the service of the United States; and 

An act (H. R. No. 455) to punish and prevent 
the counterfeiting of coin of the United States. 


TARIFF BILL—AGAIN. 


Mr. MORRILL. On page 25, lines nine and 
ten, I move, in the following paragraph, to strike 
out the words “ and stoneware above the capacity 
of ten gallons:’’ 

On ali brown earthenware and common stoneware, gas 
retorts, stoneware not ornamented, and stoneware above 
the capacity of ten gallons, twenty-five percent. ad valorem. 

And | call for the previous question on the bill 
and amendments. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The amendments were agreed to en masse, with 
the exception of the following, on which separate 
votes were asked. 

The first amendment upon which a separate 
vote was asked was to insert after the word “‘ ex- 
cept,’’ on page 37, in line five of section eighteen, 
the words *‘ linseed, hides, and skins and.’’ 

Mr. DAWSON called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawsonand Mr. 
FRANK were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 18, noes 75. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The next amendment upon which a separate 
vote was requested was the following, as a new 
section: 


ind be it further enacted, That during a period of one 
year from the passage of this act, there may be imported 
into the United States, free of duty, any machinery designed 
for and adapted to the manutacture of woven fabrics trom 
the fiber of flax or hemp, including all the preliminary pro- 
cesses required therefor; and that steam agricultural ma- 
chinery and implements may be imported free of duty for 
one year from the passage of this act. 


Mr. STEVENS demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 68, nays 42; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Arnold, Ashley, Blow, Boyd, 
Brooks, James S. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, 
Henry Winter Davis, ‘Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Dawson, 
Driggs, Edgerton, Eldridge, Fenton, Finck, Frank, Ganson, 
Gooch, Grider, Grinnell, Griswold, Charles M. Harris, Her- 
rick, Higby, Hotchkiss, Asabel W. Hubbard, Jobn H. Hub- 
bard, Hulburd, Hutchins, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Orlando 
Kellogg, King, Le Bloud, Littlejohn, Loan, Long, Loug- 
year, Maliory, Marvin, MeClurg, McDowell, Samuel F. 
Miller, Moorhead, Daniel Morris, Morrison, Orth, Patterson, 
Perhain, Pruyn, Koss, Scofield, Shannon, Smithers,Tracy, 
Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Wadsworth, William B. Wash- 
burn, Wheeler, Joseph W.White, Wilder,and Windom-—68. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Ancona, Baily, John D. Baldwin, 
Baxter,,-Beaman, Bliss, Coffroth, Denison, Eckley, Eliot, 
Garfield, Harding, Harrington, Holman, Ingersoll, Kelley, 
Prancis W. Kellogg, Lazear, Marcy, Morrill, James R. 
Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Noble, Odell, Charles 
O'Neill, Pendleton, Perry, Price, John H. Rice, Edward 
fl. Rollins, Starr, Stevens, Strouse, Thayer, Ward, Elihu 
LB. Washburne, Chilton A. White, Williams, Wilson, and 
Woodbridge—42. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. SW EAT stated that upon all tariff ques- 
tions he was paired with Mr. Kevuey. 

Mr. WILLIAMS stated that Mr. Broomatt 
was paired with Mr. Cuanver. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, stated that Mr. 


Cres we. was absent on account of sickness, and 


that Mr. Wesster was paired upon this bill with 
Mr. Harris, of Maryland. 

Mr. HOLMAN stated that Mr. Encuisn was 
detained ‘from the House by sickness in his 
family. 

Mr. BLAINE stated that Mr. Pixe had been 
detained from the House for three days past by 
illness. 
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Mr, ANCONA stated that his colleague, Mr. | 
Jounson, had gone home sick, and had paired 
with Mr. AnpEeRson; also that Mr. Mrirer, of 
Pennsylvania, was paired off. 

The result was then announced as above re- 
corded. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : : 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 82, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allison, Ames, Ancona, Arnold, Ash- 
ley, Baily, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Blaine, Blow, Boyd, 
Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, 
Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Denison, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, 
Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Griswold, Hale, 
Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. 
Hubbard, Hulburd, Ingersoll, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, 
Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, King, Little- 
john, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McClurg, Samuel F. Miller, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Merris, Amos Myers, Leonard 
Myers, Odell, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, 
Price, Alexander H. Rice, John H. kice, Edward H. Rol- 
lins, Schenck, Seofield, Shannon, Smithers, Starr, Stevens, 
Strouse, Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu 
B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Wheeler, Williams, 
Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bliss, James 8. Brown, Edgerton, Eld- 
ridge, Finck, Grider, Harding, Harrington, Charles M. Har- 
ris, Herrick, Holman, Hutchins, Le Biond, Long, Mallory, 
Marey, McDowell, Morrison, Noble, Pendleton, Perry, 
Pruyn, Ross, Wadsworth, Chilton A. White, and Joseph 
W. White- 26. . 

So the bill was passed. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. MOORHEAD stated that Mr. McAtuts- 
TER, who would have voted for the bill, was paired 
off with some gentleman on the other side of the 
House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts, stated 
that Mr. Bourwe.t was paired off with Mr. Mip- 
DLETON. 

Mr. ODELL stated that Mr. Sreeve, of New 
York, was called home in consequence of sick- 
ness. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I have paired off with 
Mr. Brain, of West Virginia. 1 had forgotten 
the fact, and if [ have given any vote which will 
change the result | ask to have it withdrawn. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. PRUYN. [ask leave of absence for one 
week, 

There was no objection, and the leave was 
granted. 

Mr. HALE. I ask leave of absence for my 
colleague, Mr: McA.uister, for one week. 

There was no objection, and the leave was 
granted. 

Mr.GRINNELL. I ask leave of absence for 
myself from Wednesday next, on account of 
sickness in my family. 

There was no objection, and the leave was 
granted. 

Mr. BOYD. 














I ask leave of absence for five 


oe. 
here was no objection, and the leave was 
granted. 

And then, on motion of Mr. FENTON, (at 
twenty minutes past five o’clock, p.m.,)the House 
adjourned till Monday. a. 





IN SENATE. 
Monpary, June 6, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Bowman. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
Saturday. 
_ Mr. SHERMAN, I do not see that any one 
is listening to the reading of the Journal, and I 
therefore move that it be dispensed with. 

The PRES[DENT pro tempore. The further 
reading will be dispensed with, if there be no ob- 
jection. -The Chair hears none. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented seventeen memori- | 
als of citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating | 
against the extension of the Goodyear patent for 
the manufacture of vulcanized India rubber; 


which were referred to the Committe P 
and the Patent Office. age eee 








a 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a pe- 
tition of men and women of Candia, New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the abolition of slavery and 
such an amendment of the Constitution as will 
forever prohibit its existence in any portion of 
the Union; which was referred to the select com- 
mittee on slavery and freedmen. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also presented 
a memorial of commanders and lieutenant com- 
manders in the United States Navy praying for 
an increase of the grades of captain and com- 
mander in the Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented a memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minnesota, 
remonstrating against action atthe present session 
of Congress terminating the reciprocity treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, and 
praying that the whole subject be referred to an 
international commission; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States praying for the passage of 
the bill (H. R. No. 276) to secure to persons in 
the military and naval service of the United States 
homesteads on confiscated or forfeited estates in 
insurrectionary districts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SUMNER presented seven petitions of 
men and women of the United States, praying 
for the abolition of slavery and such an amend- 
ment of the Constitution as will forever prohibit 
its existence in any portion of the Union; which 
were referred to the select committee on slavery 
and freedmen. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 
277) making a grant of lands to the Territories 
of Dakota and Idaho, in alternate sections, to aid 
in the construction of certain railroads in said 
Territories, to connect with the railroad system 
of Minnesota, have directed me to report it with- 
out amendment, and with a recommendation that 
the further consideration thereof be postponed to 
the next session of Congress, on the ground that 
the committee has not sufficient information in 
respect to the localities and the geography of that 
country to make a report in favor of the bill at 
this time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. No. 
240) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1865, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred a memorial | 
of O. C. Nielson, reported a bill (S. No. 301) 
for the sale of a lot of land in Lowa, in the Fort 
Crawford reservation; which was read and passed 
to a second reading. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a resvlution to 
print five thousand additional copies of the Army 
Register for the use of the Senate, reported it 
‘without amendment. 





The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 


tion, and it was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF NATIONAL CURRENCY BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following res- | 


olution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 
Resolved, That two thousand copies of the currency act 
be printed for the use of the Comptroller of the Currency. 
AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 


Mr. SUMNER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interests, to communicate to the 
Senate any information that may have been recently re- 
ceived in regard to the condition of the African slave trade, 
and measures for its suppression in the island of Cuba. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 


the House of Representatives had passed the fol- | 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concur- | 


rence of the Senate: 


A_bill (No. 494) to increase the duties on im- | 


ports, and for other purposes; and 
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A bill (No. 511) to provide for the more speed y 
punishment of guerrillas, and for other purposes 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


| The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed the following enrolled bills; which were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 





A bill (H. R. No. 293) to provide for the pay- 
ment of the second regiment, third brigade, Ohto 
volunteer militia during the time they were mus- 
tered into the service of the United States; and 

A bill (H.R. No. 455) to punish and prevent 
the counterfeiting of coin of the United States. 


LAND CLAIMS OF WISCONSIN. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I move to take up, with 
a view to dispose of it if possible, Senate joint 
resolution No. 8. 

The motion was ayreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. No. 8) for the relief of the State of Wiscon- 
sin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on concurring in the Senate with the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, as 
amended. 

Theamendment,as amended, was concurred in. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, and was read the 
third time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I notice that the Senator 
from lowa [Mr. Hartay] is absent, and i think 
he had an amendment that he desired to offer or 
was about to offer when this resolution went over 
on Saturday. I hope, therefore, it will be passed 
over for the present. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. He did offer his amend- 
ment. He had several amendments which were 
offered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. He rose to offer an amend- 
ment when the resolution went over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand he rose to 
offer another amendment when it went over. As 
we dispensed with the reading of the Journal this 
morning, we commenced business a little sooner 
than ordinary, and | suppose he will be in pres- 
ently. I do not wish to delay it myself. Let it 
lie over for a few minutes until he comes in, and 
then I will make no objection to it. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I had not observed that 
he was not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will 
be passed over for the present. 


SHIP CANAL IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. CARLILE. If the Senator from Indiana 
is not ready to proceed with that resolution, I 
will move to take up the bill (S. No. 211) grant- 
ing to the State of Wisconsin a donation of pub- 
lic land to aid in the construction of a ship canal 
at the head of Sturgeon bay, in the county of 
Door, in said State, to connect the waters of 
Green bay with Lake Michigan in said State. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to grant to the State 
of Wisconsin, for the purpose of aiding the State 
in constructing and completing the canal, two hun- 
dred thousand acres of public lands, to be selected 
in subdivisions, agreeably to the United States 
surveys by an agent or agents to be appointed by 
the Governor of the State, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, from any lands 
lying east of the eighty-ninth meridian of longitude 
and north of the forty-fourth parallel of latitude, 
within the State of Wisconsin, and the upper 
peninsula of the State of Michigan, subject to pri- 
vateentry. The lands thus granted are to be sub- 
ject to the disposal of the Legislature of the State 
for the purposes mentioned, and no other, and the 
canal is to be and remain a public highway for 
the use of the Government of the United States, 
free from toll or other charge upon the vessels of 
the Government engaged in the public service, or 
upon vesselsemployed by the Government in the 
transportation of a property or troops of the 
United States. If the canal is not commenced 
within three and completed within ten years the 
State of Wisconsin is to be bound to pay to the 
United States the amount which may be received 
upon the sale of any part of the lands by the State, 
not less than $1 25 per acre, the title to the pur- 
chasers under the State remaining valid. 
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The Legislature of the State is to cause to be | 


kept an accurate account of the sales and net pro- 
cecds of the lands granted, and of all expenditures 


in the construction, repairs, and operating of the | 


canal, and of its earnings, and return a statement 


of them annually to the Secretary of the Interior; | 


and whenever the State shall be fully reimbursed 
for alladvances made for the construction, repairs, 
and operating of the canal, with legal interest on 
all advances until the reimbursement of the same, 
or upon payment by the United States of any 
balance of such advances over such receipts from 
the lands and canal, with such interest, the State 
is to be allowed to tax for the use of the canal 
only such tolls as shall be sufficient to pay all ne- 
cessary expenses for the care, charge, and repairs 
of tie same. Before it shall be competent for the 
State to dispose of any of the lands to be selected 
the route of the canal is to be established, and a 
plat or plats thereof to be filed in the office of the 


Cormmissioner of the General Land Office; but the | 


canal is to beat least one hundred feet wide, with 
a depth of water of fifteen feet. 

‘The Committee on Public Lands reported the 
bill with amendments. The first amendment was 
in section one, line five, to strike out the word 
*“*two’’ and insert ‘‘one;’’ go that it will read: 

Thatthere be, and is hereby, granted to the said State 


of Wisconsin, forthe purpose of aiding suid State in con- 
structing and completing said canal, one hundred thou- 
sand acres of public lands, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section one, line 
nine, after the word ‘lying’? to strike out the 
following words: 

East of the eighty-ninth meridian of longitude and north 
of the forty fourth parallel of latitude, within the State of 
Wisconsin, and the upper peninsula of the State of Michi- 
gau, subject to private entry. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Within sixty miles of the western terminus of said ca- 


nal, subject to private entry: Provided, ‘Tivat all lands to 
wiich the right of preémption or homestead settlement 
has attached, and lands heretofore reserved to the United 
States by any act of Congress, or in any other manner by 
competent authority, as also mineral lands, be, and they 
are hereby, excepted from the grant herein made. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. GRIMES. I observe that this bill em- 
bodies what I understand to be a new principle 
in granting the public lands; and I merely rise 
to inquire of the Committee on Public Lands 
whether they are prepared to recommend that 
Congress shall adoptas the settled policy in the 
fulure the principle upon which I think this bill 
is based. Fovtaiiee it has been the rule, if lam 
not mistaken, thatlands have always been gravted 
in alternate sections, the reserved sections being 
invariably increased in value in consequence of 
the grant to the State or Territory or company, 
and thus the Federal Government has not been 
the loser pecuniarily by the grant. This bill, I 
observe, allows the Staté to take the lands to be 
granted in a solid body anywhere beyond a cer- 
tain parallel of latitude. Thus they can take u 
one hundred thousand acres of Jand and retain it 
entirely exempt from taxation or settlement, or 
occupation of any kind, and much to the detri- 
ment, it seems to me, of the public interests. It 
is unlike any bill that I have known that has 

assed Congress. 

Mr.HARLAN. My colleague is right in the 
statement of the factand principle involved in this 
bill. There are no reservations made of alternate 
sections. It is intended that the State may select 
any public lands within a limit of sixty miles to 
an amount not exceeding one hundred thousand 
acres, to aid in constructing this work. The reason 
the committee authorized the report of the bill 
with that amendment, reducing the amount of 
land granted, was because of their conviction of 
the great importance of the work itself. They 
believed that the work was of sufficient conse- 
agence to justify the Government in making a 

irect appropriation from the Treasury, but they 
were not willing at this time in the condition of 
the country to recommend an appropriation of the 
money. Hence they agreed to report a bill mak- 
ing a direct appropriation of lands instead of 
money. [tis ona new principle. There are no 
reservations made, and the Government will de- 
rive no advantage from the “ construction of the 
work in the inereased value to other lands that 
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principle that controlled the committee was this: | 





las itech aan : 7T 
| may be retained adjacent to thework.”’ It is due 
] to the Senate that that fact should be stated. The 


they thought the work was of sufficient import- 
|| ance to justify a direct appropriation of the money 


make one of the best harbors on the lake, and that 
it ought to be improved for the purpose of pro- 
| tecting our commerce. With this statement I leave 
| it to the Senate. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. It is due also to the Sen- 
ate to state that it is not entirely without prece- 
| dent. In the grant of lands to create the Sault 
| St. Marie onletil ties same principle was adopted. 
| This bill followsthat. Itwasagrantof so many 
/ acres of Jand to be selected within a certain re- 
| gion of country to aid in the construction of the 
Sault St. Marie canal, which connected Lake 
| Superior with Leke Huron and Lake Michigan. 
This bill, therefore, is notaltogether without pre- 
| cedent. 
| The honorable Senator from Iowa has hardly 
| stated the importance of the opening of this point 
| as a harbor on the west coast of Lake Michigan 
| 





in As strong language as the facts will bear. It 
is a long distance between the harbor of Sheboy- 
gan, the only one that is open to vesselsinastorm, 
and Death’s Door upon the north, the entrance 
| of Green bay, one hundred and fifty miles prob- 
'ably; and on that coast shipwrecks sometimes 
| take place. The opening of this canal of only a 
mile and a half will connect the deep waters of 
Green bay with Lake Michigan, and will shorten 
the navigation for all vessels that desire to go to 
Green bay when they are on the way to Chi- 
cago probably one hundred and fifty miles on the 
round trip. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
| third reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


LAND CLAIMS OF WISCONSIN—-AGAIN,. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Senator from lowa 
{Mr. Harvay] is now in his seat, and I hope the 
resolution called up by the Senator from Indiana 
a short time since will now resume its place and 
| be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. CONNESS. I hope the Senator from In- 
diana will consent, as that resolution will proba- 
bly occupy the morning hour, to allow me to call 
up the bill in relation to the College Rancho in 
California, which was under consideration the 
other day and which will not now excite any dis- 
cussion, as we are agreed upon it, and let it be 

assed. It will only oceupy a moment. With 
isconsent I will make the motion to take up that 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin withdraw his motion? 
| Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will say to my honor- 
able friend from California that I do not know 
that this resolution is to be discussed any more 
than it has been discussed; we are ready \wv vote 
as I understand it. 

Mr. CONNESS. I hope that will be the case. 
I have no objection to its being taken up if that 
is so. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. No. 8) for the relief of the State of Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question 
is on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. HARLAN. I moved on last Saturday to 
amend the amendment adopted in Committee of 
the Whole by striking out all of the amendment 
after the word *‘canal’’ in the twentieth line. 

The PRESJDENT pro tempore. It will bene- 
cessary for the Senator to reconsider the vote or- 
dering the resolation to be read a third time. 

Mr. HARLAN. I offered that amendment at 
the moment the special order was called up on 
last Saturday, so that I think the question was 
not put upon itat the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
may not be aware of the fav! ‘ua the resolution 
has been up this morning and been ordered to a 
third reading when the Senator. was out of his 
seat. 

Mr. HARLAN. Then I move a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote ordering the resolution to be read 
a third time. 

Mr. HOWE. 1 do not wish to take any ad- 
vantage, but really | suppose the Senator is not 
authorized to move a reconsideration of that vote, 
as he was not present. 
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from the Treasury. They believe that this will | 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. I was present, and! wil! 

make a motion to reconsider the vote by which 

the joint resolution was ordered to a third reading. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HARLAN. I now make the motion to 
amend the amendment by striking out all after 
the word ‘* canal’’ in the twentieth line to the end 
of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an- 
other vote that will have to be reconsidered first, 
and that is on concurring in the amendment made 
in Committee of the Whole as amended. That 
will be regarded as reconsidered by unanimous 
consent, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HARLAN. I now move to strike out all 
of the amendment after the word “ canal,’’ in the 
twentieth line, in the following words: 

And the said Secretary shall also settle and allow to the 
Milwaukee and Rock River Canal Company such sums of 
money as have been properly expended by said company 
inthe survey and location of said canal, in the construction 
thereof as far as the same has been constructed, together 
with dams, locks, and slack-water navigation, and in the 
managementand keeping the same in repair; and the same 
shall be paid to the said canal company out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, not exceeding 
in amount, however, the balance charged against the State 
of Wisconsin upon the sales of said canal Jands, as above 
required, after deducting the sum allowed said State for 
money paid by her out of the same fund. The same to be 
received by said canal company in full payment and satis- 
faction of all claims of said company against the State of 
Wisconsin and of the United States on account of said ca- 
nal land grant, or on account of any action of the ‘Territory 
or State of Wisconsin, or of the United States, in relation 
thereto. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office be, and he is hereby, ap- 
pointed commissioner to adjust the accounts herein pro- 
vided for, under the supervision of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and to determine what sum shall be charged to said 
State of Wisconsin for the lands granted for the construc- 
tion of said canal; and what sums shall be credited, re- 
snoereer to said State and said company for the moneys 
expende by them in the construction of said locks and 
canal *s herein provided. 


I esk for the yeas and nays upon this amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have an 
explanation of the effect of that amendment be- 
fore voting upon it. I do not know that I under- 
stand it, I hope that the Senator from lowa, or 
some other Senator, will explain the effect of it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not wish to take up 
time in discussing it, but I will simply say this 
to my friend from lowa: originally those of us 
who have represented the State of Wisconsin have 
made the same claim which the Senator from lowa 
now makes in our behalf; that is to say, that it 
belonged to us to settle with our incorporated 
companies and did not belong to Congress; yet, 
from the fact that the committees of the House 


_ of Representatives and the committees of the Sen- 


ate have always reported that we stood in the po- 
sition of a trustee for the benefit of this company, 
holding these lands, and that we were so related 
to them thatit was necessary that Congress should 
make some provision or some kind of settlement 
with the company, we have felt ourselves con- 
strained to yield to the judgment of the commit- 
tees and have consented that this settlement should 
take place in this way. I shall, therefore, be con- 
strained to vote against the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from lowa because I want this thing to come 
to an end; it is nearly twenty years old, and un- 
less we accede to what the committee report we 
shall never get an end to this thing and never have 
it settled and Wisconsin will be out of her five per 
cent. fund. 

Mr. POMEROY. I will say in addition to what 
the Senator from Wisconsin has said that the 
committee have had the matter in charge for two 
years. We made a report upon it last year, but 
the committee were not unanimous, and we did 
not press it tothe vote. This year the same sub- 
ject was before the committee and we have agreed 
finally, unanimously, to this repost, and I think 
the bill ought to pass as the committee have re- 

rted it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The committee were not 
unanimous. J understand the Senator from lowa, 
the chairman of the committee, to object to it. 

Mr. POMEROY. This resolution was reported 
from the Committee on Claims and not from the 
Committee on Public Lands. I never knew that 
the Committee on Public Lands had anything to 
do with it. 

Mr.CLARK. I donot think this amendment 
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ought to prevail. The Committee on Claims con- | 
sidered this matter very carefully, not only this 
year, but they have considered it for several 
years, and they have always refused toallow the 
State of Wisconsin to have her five per cent, until 
this company were finally settled with. The com- 
mittee desire to adjust the whole matter, They 
are further aware that anless it is adjusted in this 
way this company must always be the losers. 
They were drawn into an investment of their 
money in this enterprise by the understanding 
with them on the part of the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin that it was to be carried forward and to be 
made effeetual. By the withdrawal of the proceeds 
of the land from the purposes of the grant, this 
company were left entirely without the benefit 
that they expected from the canalafter expending 
their money; and now the committee think it 
would be a hardship, when the Territory was act- 
ing as trustee for that company and held these 
funds and withdrew them from the purposes of 
the grant, to allow the Territory, or what is now 
the State, of Wisconsin to have her five per cent. 
of the public money for schools, which has been 
retained, withouta settlement with that company. 
She was the trustee in some sort for the company 
as well as for the Government; and the question 
now is,in my judgment, whether we will allow 
her to have‘her settlement and have her five per 
cent. fund and leave that company to hunt the 
State of Wisconsin, but never to receive what 
they ought to have had. In my judgment, it is 
very much better, if anything be done, that the 
whole matter be settled now and settled satisfac- 
torily by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, if it can be done. The committee were 
willing if this matter could be settled up with all 
three parties, the Government, the State of Wis- 
consin, and the canal company, to let the settle- 
ment be made in this way. 

1 hope, therefore, the resolution will not be 
amended as now proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa. I certainly should feel bound to vote. 
against itif it was, I doubt very much whether 
the State of Wisconsin has not been more to blame 
than the canal company, if anybody has been to 
blame. It is said that the scheme was impracti- 
cable. I think it was impracticable; but if it was 
impracticable, that is no reason why the canal 
company should lose its investment. It was a 
corporation within that State; and, it is said, they 
did not pay in their funds.. They had no funds 
to pay in, When the Territory of Wisconsin 
withdrew the land grantthey could not command 
the funds to carry it on. f was impossible; it 
was without their control. 1 am imputing no 
blame to the State of Wisconsin; I amimputing 
no blame to the canal company; I am merely 
showing, if I can, why the company should be 
settled with, and why the work was not carried 
on. | think this amendment should not be made. 

Mr. WILKINSON. [| think this amendment 
ought to be adopted. The simple question, as | uh- 
derstand it, is this: the Government of the United 
States owes the State of Wisconsin about two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars. The original” 
resolution proposes to’ pay that sum, which has 
Jain in the Treasury of the United States for a 
great many years, to the State of Wisconsin, 
upon one condition, that there shall be deducted 
therefrom about one hundred thousand dollars, 
which Wisconsin had received for certain land, 
which land was appropriated to this canal com- 
pany, and which money Wisconsin had, appro- 

riated to herown use. The balance of the money, 

eing about one hundred and fifty thousand dol- 
lars, by the report of the Committee on Claims, is 
either to be paid to the canal company in Wis- 
consin or to lie in the Treasury of the United 
States. fam opposed to saddling upon the State 
of Wisconsin in this resolution the unliquidated 
claims of this canal company. 1 do not think it 
is fair that a defunct, bankrupt company should 
come in, when Wisconsin asks to be paid her per- 
centage upon the sales of the public lands, and 
undertake to saddle this unliquidated-claim upon 
this resolution. The portion of the amendment 
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of the committee which is now, proposed to be | 
stricken out does not Be Wisconsin 
shall pay anything over to this company, but ii 

rovides that the money which would otherwise 
x left in the Treasury of the United States shall 
be paid over to this company, as;1 understand it. 
Am I not right? 

Mr. HARLAN. 
per cent. fund. 

Mr. WILKINSON. A portion of this five 
per cent. fund is to be kept back from the amount 
which would have been due to the State of Wis- 
consin had she, not received this land. It is pro- 
posed further, in addition to settling with the 
State of Wisconsin and paying overto her what 
is justly and equitably due, after deducting all rea- 
sonable offsets, that out of what is left of this 
sum we shall establish a commission to adjudi- 
cate the claims and interests of this company. I 
do not believe it is right, Ido not believe this 
system of legislation is right. I do not believe it 
is fair for us to incorporate into a resolution of 
this nature, which ought to be a plain and simple 
settlement of the accounts, of Wisconsin, the in- 
terest and claims of a defunct company tin, that 
State, and attempt to saddle it upon this resolu- 
tion. If there is anything due to this compan 
why cannot they bring in their independent bill 
and let the Committee on Claims report upon it? 
And if they say it is right I will vote for it. So 
far as the State of Wisconsin is concerned, her 
account can be settled very easily. It is known 
how much land she received; it is known just 
how much money she paid to thiscompany; and 
charging her with the balance and taking it out 
of the $250,000, or thereabouts, which was due 
to the State of Wisconsin settles the whole thing, 
so far as the State is concerned, very easily. 


It will come out of the five 





It is said that here is a just and honest claim 
of the State, but this company, as I understand 
it, like the dog in the manger, says to the State: 
**You shall not have this money unless wé can 
saddle our claim on the resolution, and let your 

ood bill carry our bad one through Congress.’’. 
do not like such legislation. 

Mr. CLARK, The Senator from Minnesota 
mistakes this matter very much, I think. If he 
will look a little into the history of the transac- 
tion he will find that there was a provision passed 
by Congress that the State of Wisconsin. should 
be entitled to her five per cent. when she had set- 
tled with the canalcompany. Congress Hp pores 
it upon the State of Wisconsin that she shguld 
settle with the canal company. 

Mr. HARLAN. 1 think the Senator is in 
error. * 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not understand the law to 
be so. 

Mr. CLARK. That is the way I interpret the 
law, and the way the law has been held for some 
time, for the State of Wisconsin has been contin- 
ually coming to ask to be settled with without 
reference to the canal company, and Congress has 
said, ‘‘ No, we will hold you to settle with the 
eanal company.”’ They have failed to doit. They 
now come and ask to be settled with; but, instead 
of holding them to settle with the canal company, 
we propose that Congress shall retain the money 
which would belong to them and settle with the 
company themselves; in that way the thing may 
be settled.. That is the way I understand the 
matter, and I think it is the fair interpretation of 
it. Ltis saddling no debt upon the State of Wis- 
consin, 

Mr, WILKINSON. I understand that. 

Mr. CLARK. The Senator says he under- 
stands that.. He said a moment ago that if the 
canal company would come to the Committee on 
Claims and present their claim and they should 
reportin favor of it, he would vote to pay it. This 
resolution provides that the claim shall! be ascer- 
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| body with any debt, taking no money from any- 
| body, but giving to the company their fair expend- 
| iture, what they have fairly put into this fund, 

I think the Senator from Lowa was very—| was 
about to say, unjust; I will not say that, because 
he is never unjust—I think perhaps he was a little 
hard in his talk about lobbying a claim through, 
and that the United States was called upon to pay 
it. Nobody contends or pretends, that 1 am aware, 
that such is the case, I do not believe the com- 
missioner or anybody else would allow that. It 
was urged in the committee that we should allow 
the interest. The committee did not think it best 
to do it, but thought the whole matter might be 
fairly adjusted in this way. I[t is very true, as the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Corramer] stated, 
the public might be deprived of the benefit of the 
school fund which the State of Wisconsin would 
otherwise have, but that will result from the pre- 
vious legislation, T have no objection that Wis- 
consin should be held to keep that schoo! fund 
good, not the least; but I think it is important 
that this whole matter should be adjusted. 

Mr. HARLAN. [have been greatly surprised 
that | should differ from the Senator from New 
Hampshire on a subject of this kind, for I know 
how very clear his perceptions are, how careful 
he is in the examination of subjects, and I know 
how just he is, but I think he does misapprehend 
the facts and the law in this case. If t under- 
stand itcorrectly, he has misstated it this morning. 

Wisconsin became entitled to the five percent. 
on the entire proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, not by virtue of the law admitting her 
into the Union, but under a law enacted in 1841, 
providing for the distribution of the sales of the 
public land, and granting preémption rights. 
After the enactment of that law each of the new 
States thence afterwards to be admitted into the 
Union became entitled to this five per cent., and 
also to five hundred thousand acres of the public 
lands to be selected by the new States. The law 
to which the Senator has referred id'a law author- 
izing Wisconsin to divert this fund from the 
original purpose to a new purpose, In ceding to 
the State to make this diversion from internal 
purposes to the support of schools the Govern- 
ment imposed the condition that the State of 
Wisconsin should pay the obligations of the 
Territory of Wisconsin arising under this canal 
grant. That is the true state of the case. Wis- 
consin would have been entitled to this five per 
cent, and to the five hundred thousand acres of 
public lands under the law of 1841. 

Mr. CLARK. I hold the law in my hand, 
and by the act of May 29, 1848, for the admis- 
sion of Wisconsin into the Union, it was provided: 

Sec. 2. dnd be ut further enacted, That the assent of 
Congress is hereby given to the first, second, fourth, aud 
fifth resolutions adopted by said conventfon,and appended 
to said constitution; and the acts ot Congress reierred to 
in the said resolutions are hereby amended so that me 
lands granted by the provisious of the several acts referre 
to in the said first and fourth resolutions, and the proceeds 
of said lands, and the five per cent. of the net proceeds of 
the public lands therein mentioned, shall be held and dis; 
posed of by said State in the manner and for the purposes 
recommended by said convention. * ¢ * * ‘ 
Provided, That the fiabilities incurred by the territorint 
government of Wiscoosin under the act entitled “An act 
to grant a quantity of land to the Territory of Wisconsin 
for the purpose of aiding in opening a canal to connect the 
waters of Lake Michigan with those of Rock river,”’ here- 
inbefore referred to, shall be paid and discharged by the 
State of Wisé@nsin. 

Mr.HARLAN. Certainly; that iss! under- 
stood it, Mr. President. There is no new grant 
in that law, none whatever. Itrefers to the ori- 
ginal laws under which the State would have been 
entitled to this five per cent. and to the five hun- 
dred thousand acres of Jand. Theré is ho new 
grant; but Wisconsin in her application to be- 
come a State of the Union asks leave to ‘divert 
that fund from works of internal improvement to 


tained, and, after the State of Wisconsin is fairly || school purposes, and in permitting this diversion 


settled with, they agree totake what they areen- | 


titled to, not exceeding the fund, and the com- | 


mittee are inclined to say that they ouglit to have 
it, and that the thing had better be adjusted at the 
same time. As I understand it, it is saddling no- 


| Congress says, ‘* You may make this diversion, 

provided you will pay the liabilities of the Terri- 
| tory of Wisconsin originating under a law appro- 
priating land for canal purposes.” Wisconsin 
then derives nothing from that law whatever She 
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agrees to fulfill the obligationsof the Territory, and | 
the only obligation pertinent for examination here 
to-day, as it seems to me, #3 her obligation to pay || 
the United States $2 50 an acre for that land, pro- 
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vided the canal should not be completed in ten |} 


years. Ithas been thus understood from that time 
to the present, and she has been charged with the 
whole of that land at that rate from that time to 
this. 

The case then stands thus: Wisconsin has a 
right to five per cent. of the net proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands. She has received the | 
whole of this in money as it fell due up to 1851, 
and since thenin credits which have been entered 
on the books of the Treasury of the United States; 
so that she has received up to this time the whole 
of that five per cent., either in money or in cred- 
its on the books of the Department. Butshe has 
received since then her 500,000 acres of Jand, and 
had received before that 138,000 acres of land, 
which was diminished by 13,000, [ think, which | 





was added to and became a part of the 500,000 
acres, leaving an excess appropriated to Wis- 
consin of 125,000 acres of Jand more than the 
other new States received, She has reecived in 
money and in credits the whole of the five per 
cent.; she has received in land 625,000 acres, 
125,000 acres of land more than enough to make 
her equal with the other new landed States in this 
respect. For that excess of 125,000 acres she has 
been charged at the Treasury Department at the 
rate of $2 50 an acre. 

What I seek to do is to so modify that charge 
as to hold her responsible for this excess of one 
hundred and twenty-five thousand acres of land 
at the rate of $1 25 an acre, not that she will be 
entitled to this under the law technically, but as 
she sold the land for $1 25 an acre, as it is said, 
and I think truly, it would seem to me to be wrong | 
to hold her responsible for the g2 50 an acre for | 
this excess. It would be unjust to Wisconsin. 
If we charge her thatamount she would not then 
be equal to the other new States in this respect; 
she will have been charged too much. Butif you 
charge her $1 25 an acre only she will stand on | 
an equal footing with the other new States. If | 
the amendment I suggested on Saturday should | 

revail this will be settled in that way, putting 
ee on an equal footing with the other States, giv- 
ing her the whole of her five per cent. and the 
whole of her five hundred thousand acres of land. 

But the Committee on Claims propose to mod- 
ify this, first, by giving Wisconsin an additional 
credit. You charge her with one hundred and 
twenty-five thousand acres of land at $1 25 an 
acre, and then credit her with ** the amount that 
has been legally and properly applied by said State 
or Territory towards the cost of selling said land, 
and towards the construction of said canal.”’ If 
that remains in the amendment of the committee 
you will have given Wisconsin that much in ex- 
cess of the other new States. But then the com- 
mittee proposes, in the next place, to take out of 
the treasury of Wisconsin indirectly, to take out 
of her school fund, to diminish her five per cent. 
the whole amount that may have been applied to 
this work by aeorporation existing in Wisconsin, 
to take the money provided for by Congress in 
1841 and granted to all the new States, which the 
most of them have since diverted for the support 
of schools, to take it away from the school fund 
and turn it over to this rotten corporation; and 
they do this on what ground? Because they 
say it is probable that Wisconsin will not pay 
that company. Why do they mistrust Wiscon- 
sin? Why do they suppose that the State of 
Wisconsin will not pay that claim if it is ajust 
claim? Dothey suppose that the people of Wis- 
consinare an unjust community; thetthe Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin cannot be trusted to settle 
claims between their own corporations and the 





State itself? There is no other pretext alleged’ 


here on this floor, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. If the Senator will allow 
me, | will answer his question on that particular 
point by stating to him that the State of Wiscon- 
sin pleaded the statute of limitations by her Gov- 
ernor, 

Mr. HARLAN. But that would not control 
the Legisiature. I suppose the statute of limita- 
tions in Wisconsin is a ercature of the Legisla- 
ture itself. The Legislature that enacted that 
statute of limitations can modify or repeal it; so 
that the answer of the Senator goes for naught, 


Mr. HOWE. Allow meto make one remark in | 
regard to the answer of the Senator from Indiana. | 
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oa question being on the amendment offered 
y Mr, Cottamer to the seventh section of the 


1 do not know upon what authority he asserts that | bill, line fifteen, by striking out the words: 


the State of Wisconsin pleads the statute of limita- | 
tions. 
1 do not know that she has ever been impleaded 
in this cause or by this company. I know that 
by her constitution her courts are open to the 
suits of her citi 
can sue in any of the courts of the United States, 
and this company has not commenced a suit 
against her; and therefore the State has had no 
onportaney to plead the statute of limitations. 

r. HENDRICKS. TI will state to the Sena- 
tor that an act of the Legislature of Wisconsin 
in the extra session of 1862 provided to ascertain 
and settle the liabilities of the State toward this 
company, and provided to do it through arbitra- 
tors; but the Governor and officers of the State 
required as aterm of submission to the arbitra- 
tors that it should be provided for that the statute 
of limitations should be a defense. That is the 
mode in which it was pleaded. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand the facts to be a 
little different from what the Senator alleges: that 
the commissioners who were authorized to sub- 
mitthis to arbitration a year or two since were 
required to waive the stagute of limitations and 
declined to do so. 

Mr. HARLAN. I do not perceive that the 
settlement of that question between the Senator 
from Wisconsin and the Senator from Indiana 
can weigh anything the one way or the other in 
this controversy. If the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin has enacted a certain statute of limitations, 
the same Legislature can repeal it, modify it, or 
relax it by special law in relation to this particu- 
lar case, 

So the question returns, why do you want to 
take the money out of the Treasury of the United 
States due to Wisconsin as a part of her school 
fund and turn it over to this company? There 
can be no other reason assigned only that*the 
company distrust the honesty or the justice of the 
State of Wisconsin; the one orthe other. If they 
believe their claim to be a good one, then they 
mistrust the honesty of Wisconsin. If they be- 
lieve their claim to be a rotten and bad one, as 
I do, then they distrust the honesty and integrity 
of the Legislature of Wisconsin. 

The Senators from that State take the same 
view that I do, but they will vote for the report 
of the committee against their better judgment, 
because these men are lobbyimg around Congress, 
and have induced the members who have reported 
this resolution from time to time to believe or 
they do believe that the resolution ought not to 
pass without payment to thiscompany. Because 
this impression exists, not because either of the 
Senators from Wisconsin believes it, but because 
other Senators have acquired that opinion in some 
way, therefore they will waive their own judg- 
ments and permit this unjust claim to be paid, 
which is of over twenty years’ standing, for the 
sake of receiving on their part what little may 
et be remaining after the payment of that claim. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Antony 
in thechair.) The morning hour having expired, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to call up the 
special order, which is the unfinished business of 
yesterday, the tax bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to postpone the spe- 
cial orderin order that we may proceed with and 
close this subject. 

- Mr.GRIMES. The understanding was that 
we should take up the tax bill and sit it out to- 
day; but if we are going to occupy another hour 
or two with this business, I do not pledge myself 
to sit here through the night in order to get 
through with the tax bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think a vote may be taken 
very soon. The Senator from lowa has spent 
three mornings upon this resolution, and I pre- 
sume he has not got much more to say, and we 
can take the vote when he has concluded. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I have a.few remarks to 
make. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No.405) to provide internal revenue for 
the support of the Government, to pay interest 
on the public debt, and for other purposes, the 


But the number of districts in any State shall not ex- 


I do not know that she has ever done it. | ceed the number of Senators and Representatives to which 


| such State shall be entitled in the prescut Congress. 


ns and of all the citizens who | 


And inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

Provided, That the number of districts in any State shall 
not exceed the number of Representatives to which such 
State was entitled in the Thirty-Seventh Congress, except in 
such States as are entitled to an increased representation 
in the Thirty-Eighth Congress, in which States the num- 
ber of districts shall not exceed the number of Represent- 
atives to which any such State may be sn entitled: And 

ovided further, That in the Stateof California the Pres- 
dent may establish a number of districts not exceeding 
the number of Senators and Representatives to which said 
State is entitied in the Thirty-Seventh Congress. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 1 have examined with 
some care the seventh section as itnow stands, and 
I think, consistently with the order which has been 
taken ig relation fo this bill in reference to these 
amendments which were offered by the honor- 
able member from New Hampshire [Mr. Crarx] 
and were adopted, the much better way of effect- 
ing my object will be to strike out the seventh 
section as it now stands and insert in place of it 
what J send to theChair. The object of my mo- 
tion is instead of making new districts to preserve 
the old law, and for that purpose I offer this 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sesator 
from Vermont moves to strike out the amendment 
which was adopted and in lieu of the severith sec- 
tion to insert what will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Sec. 7. 4nd be it further enacted, That the second sec- 
tion of an act entitled “* An act to provide internal revenue 
tosupport the Government and to pay interest on the public 
debt,” approved July 1, 1862, shall remain and continue in 
full foree. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Is there nothing in any other 
portion of this bill inconsistent with that section? 

Mr. COLLAMER., I believe not. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move to amend the 
Senate amendment in section one hundred and 
fifty-seven, on page 207, by adding the following: 

Unless subsequently duly stamped, which may be done 
by the holder or other person interested therein if the proper 
party refuses or is unable so to do: Provided, The same 
shall be invalid and of no effect between the parties thereto 
aud in the hands of any person or persons wiih notice, al- 
though subsequently stamped, when made, signed, or issucd 
without being duly stamped, with the intent on the partof 
the parties thereto to evade the provisions of this act. 

I desire the amendment to come in immediately 
after the amendment originally proposed by the 
Committee on Finance, and before the amendment 
which was adopted on the motion of thé Senator 
from Vermont. The effect of this amendment will 
be to provide that an instrument, when made and 
not stamped, may be subsequently stamped by 
the parties interested i@ it, and that it shall be 
good after being thus subsequently stamped; pro- 
vided, however, that if the parties to the instru- 
ment at the time of the making thereof have failed 
or neglected to put a stamp upon it with a view 
to defraud the revenue, then it shall not be valid 
in their hands or in the hands of a holder with 
notice, 

Mr. JOHNSON. How is the holder to know 
that? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I have provided in the 
amendment that ‘*the same shall be invalid and 
of no effect between the parties thereto and in the 
giands of any person or persons with notice, al- 
though subsequently stamped, when made, signed 
or issued without being duly stamped, with the 
intent on the part of the parties thereto to evade 
the provisions of this act.” 

r. JOHNSON, I do not know that I under- 
stand the amendment very clearly, but, as it 
strikes me, it will in a great measure defeat thie 
provision. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Entirely. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There is not one case in one 
hundred where testimony of the intent could be 
found. 1 speak from some experience under a 
stamp act which we had in Maryland for several 
years. Papers were very seldom stamped as long 
as they remained in the hands of the original 
parties. Each party-would agree that the stamp 
should not be put upon it until there was a con- 
test, and then they put a stam on, and as those 
contests arose very rarely, there was not a stamp 
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submit it to the Senator, that if he wishes to de- 
rive a revenue from siamwps,he will in a great 
measure defeat the object by the amendment he 


proposes. There is no hardship in it, because 


every man who takes a note or any other instru- | 


ment required to be stamped under this law 
knows when he receives it that it is not stamped. 

The objection met by the amendment of the 
Senator from Verreont rests upon entirely a dif- 
ferent ground, In the record of a deed or of any 
other instrument of writing which the law re- 
quires to transmit property, real,or personal, itis 
very difficult in point of fact to record the stamp- 
ing; and, independent of that, it would be neces- 
sary to go through a whole line of title in order 
to asceriain whether there was not some link in 
the chain of title which was deficient because of 
the omission to pat on a stamp. That does not 
apply to such a case as is provided for in the 
amendment of my friend from Indiana, With the 
view I take of it, therefore, | should be disposed 
to vote against the amendment. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. AI desire the attention of 
Senators tothisamendment, for I think itis really 
a very importantone. The Senate Committeeon 
Finance amended the bill of the House, The bill 
of the House rested on the policy of the old law 
that the instrument lacking a stamp should not 
thereby be made void, but that the parties should 
subject themselves toa penalty. That I believe 
was the policy of the last legislation of this sort. 

Mr. PESSENDEN. No. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. [do not understand that 
the instrument was declared void before. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Always. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Then the proposition of 
the House was that the Government should be 
secured by the penalties that should be imposed 
on the parties making an instrument without a 


stamp. The Senate proposes to declare all in- | 


struments execused with or without a fraudulent 
intent to be absolutely null and void if they lack 
the stamp. I am not willing to vote for that prop- 
osition. I think that it is unnecessarily dutineb 
inggontracts that were good between the patties, 
made in good faith, without a sufficient return to 
the Government for such injury done to trade and 
commerce. The Senator from Maine, in answer 
to the amendment as I proposed it the other day, 
said that so few cases would come before the 
courts that the evil would not be met, and there- 
fore I have now provided in thisamendment that 
if parues make a contract requiring a stamp and 
leave the stamp off for the purpose of defrauding 
the revenue such a contract shall be’void forever 
as between the parties making it and in the hands 
of persons taking it with notice of such fraudu- 
lent intent. But suppose that an instrument has 
been made with the intent as' between the parties 
to defraud the revenue and subsequently the par- 
ties put a stamp upon it, and that stamp is de- 
faced, giving the date of the defacement of the 
stamp the same with the date of the instrument. 
There is nothing upon that instrument to show 
that itis void, and yct if 1 purchase the instru- 
ment in the course of trade, void in fact at the 
time, but fair and right upon its face, it is invalid 
by the provision introduced into this bill by the 
Finance Committee. I do not think it ought to 
be so. I think itis enough to say that the par- 
ties who make an instrument, the parties who 
receive the money upon an instrament that is not 
stamped shall be liable to punishment if they da 
it with a view to defraud the revenue, and enough 
further to say that as to all parties to such instru- 
ment if the stamp is omitted with a view to de- 
fraud the revenue it shall not be curable, but that 
ersons omitting the stamp. without any fraudu- 
ent intent by inadvertence may correct that by 
utting the stamp upon it, but if they intended to 
eave it off to defraud the revenue they shall be 
denied that privilege. It seems to me this suffi- 
ciently protects the revenue and at the same time 
protects innocent and honest parties, __ 

Mr. FESSENDEN, | desire to say a few 
words in reply to the Senator, bat before doing 
so | ask that the Senate willexcuse me from serv- 
ing upon the committee of conference on the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill. I was in bopes that I should find time to 
attend to it, but the tariff bill has now come be- 
fore us, and we shall have to take that up in the 
Committee on Finance immediately, and I do 
not see that I shall be able to give my personal 


attention to the settling of the legislative appro- 
priation bill, I therefore ask to be excused. 

‘| | The request was granted. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. 
Surrman to fill the vacancy. 

| Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 do not see that this 
; amendment of the honorable Senator from Ludi- 
| ana places the matter one whit better than his 
| former amendment, which was rejected by the 
| Senate. lL regard thisas a mere question whether 
| the stamp duties shall be good for something or 








good for nothing.” La the first place the provision 
with reference to a fraudulent intent amounts to 
nothing. 


question never comes before acourt at all. Its 
precisely as I stated with regard to the other 
amendment, it avoids none of that difficulty. In 
the next place, where it comes before the courts, 
in the few cases in which it would come, how 
would it be possible to prove the fraudulent in- 
tent? These are mere words that amount to 


nothing. ‘The fraudulent intent rests entirely be- 
tween the parties, and it is not likely they would 
‘peach’? on each other; and it leaves the whole 
thing, therefore, perfectly inoperative, I hope the 
Senate will adhere to its vote on this subject, be- 
cause I am well convinced that upon it depends 
many millions of revenue which we cannot afford 
to lose. 

This tremulousnéss and fear that we shall do 
some harm to somebody that is careless about 
obeying the provisions of the law may be « very 
praiseworthy feeling, but it is costly to the Gov- 
ernment. ‘The fact is, citizens must accustom 
themselves to know what the law is and must 
obey it. ‘The Senator from Maryland has stated 
what the effect was in Maryland while they had 
a stamp act there. It will be precisely the same 
here. No harm has come, while a great deal of 
good has arisen, from this provision in the former 
bill. As | before stated, we have already extended 


the time, we have made good everything up to | 
the present time, and, if necessary, we can make | 


it good again if there is any danger arising out of 
it; and it is much better to do that than it is to 
jus@inform the whole country that all they hare 
to do is to omit putting on a stamp, if both the 
parties agree, and if the case comes into court they 
can put iton there. ‘The result will be that in 
almost every case it may be that people will pay 
no attention to the stamp law, and if they go into 
court it will be utterly impossible to prove any 
fraudulent intent, and we shall get comparatively 
nothing from our stamp law. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to line one hundred and sixty- 
two of schedule B on page 223, where a stamp 
for passage tickets isrequired. [understand that 
it was the intention of the committee of the House 
of Representatives to have the tax for steerage 
passengers at 50 cents, and for other passengers 
$1 or more, according to the price of passage. | 
learn that The price of passage for steerage pas- 
sengers from Liverpool to New York has been 
raised to $35. The point is whether the $30 men- 
tioned here should not be raised to $35, if it is 
the intention of the Finance Committee to have 
it apply to steerage passengers. Thatis my ques- 
tion. [ do not propose to make any motion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ifthe Senator thinks that 
would be the effect of it he can move to insert 
five” after * thirty,” and [ will not object to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I make that motion. 
On page 223, line one hundred and sixty-two of 
schedule B, | move to insert ** $35”’ instead of 
“é 

Q. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The same amendment 
must. be made in the next line. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORGAN. . | now propose the amend- 
ment which was offered the other evening, laid 
over, and printed, to insert at the end of section 
one hundred and twenty-four: 


But uo tax shall be imposed or eulleeted from any bos- 
pital duly incorporated for the relief of the sick: Provided, 
The sick and disabled soldiers in the service of the United 
States, or thuse who lave been honorably discharged there- 
from, shall be entitled to participate in the benetits of such 
institution gratuitously: And provided further, Tat such 
ijustitution shall have first procured from the Secrctary of 
the Treasury a certificate showing that it comes within the 
intent and incanfng of this act, andis justly cntitled to vach 
exemption. 


In the infinite majority of cases the . 
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Mr. FESSENDEN.. [should like to have my 
friend give some reason for that. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is to be a large hos- 
pital established in the city of New Yordr, estab- 




















1 
| lished under the will of Mr. James H. Roose velt, 
! 
| 


a copy of which will L have, in which he pro- 


‘SAll the rest and residue of my personal estate, inelud- 
ing all lapsed legacies, together with all my estate not here: 
inbelore well and effectually disposed of, 1 give in trast to 
the several and successive presidents ex officio for the tlue 
being of the respective managing boards of those five cer- 


vides, amang other things: 


tain Meerporations in the city of New York known ns The 
Society of the New York Hospital, ‘The College of Physi- 
ciaus and Surgeons in the city oc New York, The New 
York Eye (nfirmary, The Demilt Dispensary, and The New 
York Institution for the Blind, and to my friends the Hon. 
James T. Roosevelt, Edwin Clark, Exq., Jolin M. Knox, 
Esq., and Adrian H. Muller, Bsq., all of said city, and to 
the survivors or survivor of them, for the establishment in 


relief of sick and diseased persons, and for its permanent 
eudowment.” 

This amendment is offered by me at the in- 
stance of the managers of this hospital, and it is 
to apply particularly to it; but, as the Senate will 
see, F have made it general in its operation, to 
apply to any hospital where the sick and disabled 

| soldiers in the service of the United States, or 
those who have been honorably discharged there- 


the city of New York of a hospital for the reception and 


fits of the institution gratuitously. We have not 
thus far, Mr. President, done very much for the 
soldiers after they have returned disabled. We 
do a good deal for them before they go; we pay 
them large bounties; but we do very little for 
them after they return. Some steps have been 
taken, but it has not been decided pusitively 
whether what is to be done for them shall be done 
by the General Government or by the States, es- 
pecially in regard to providing hospitals for those 
that are permanently disabled; | mean those who 
have, perhaps, lost both arms, or both legs, or 
both eyes, and can do nothing. 

Until something is done, it has seemed to me 
proper to make thisamendment to this bill to en- 
courage the establishment of such institutions. Tn 
relation to this will, we shall realize money on it, 
because Mr. Roosevelt is dead, and his will will 
be curried out. The amountis about a million 
dollars. ‘The trustees applied to the Legislature 
of New York, and the Legislature at once granted 
an act of incorporation. I may say that in case 
the Legislature of New York did not grant the 
act of incorporation, avother provision was made 
in his will, which 1 shall read: 

**T direct my trustees promptly to apply to the Legisla- 
ture of this State for proper acts to incorporate, secure, and 
perpetuate said hospital, 

“Aud should sucht’ Legislature for two years next after 
my decease (provided the youngest of my said individual 
trustees living at my said decease, and my said nephew, or 
either of them, shallso long live) refuse or neglect to grant 
a liberal eharter for the sate organization, cotiduct, and 
perpetuity of sueh hospital establishment, in accordance 

with the provisions of my will, I, in that event, diveet my 
trustees, from time to time, to pay overthe above bequests 
that may come into their possession under my will to the 
Government of the United States of America, trusting that 
Congress will pass such law or laws in respect thereof as 
will effect, in substance, as near as may be, the general ob- 
jects I have in view. But, to prevent legal difficulties in 
this case, | declare my wishes so expressed to be not an 
imperative trust, but a mere recommendation to the Gov- 


erument, having full confidence that Congress will do whut- 
ever justice and right may require.”’ 


= 

The Legislature of New York did, however, 
pass the law, and Congress has nothing further 
todo with it. It would be a little severe, they 
would regard it so, to have a tax imposed; and 
it has seemed to me to be very proper to encour- 
age others to found similar institutions by ex- 
empting them from taxation. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thereare many cases in 
which it seems to be a little hard, to use that ex- 
pression, to exact revenue; but the same reason- 
ing that applies to this institation would apply to 
all eleemosynary institutions which have capital 
invested; and yet, if we undertake to make dis- 
tinctions in connection with revenue, there is no 
knowing where we shali stop. We have had 
several bills before us to exempt from taxation in 
certain cases where, perhaps, there was no very 
good reason, except that we deemed it improper 
to make exceptions. 

There is no danger that the tax imposed would 
prevent any man froim carrying out any good will 
that he might have toward foundirfg an institu- 
tion. or aiding in the support of an institution al- 
ready founded. The considerations that induce 
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him to do it are such as would not in any sense Hable; but it is not remarkably profitable to all 


be affected by the fact that bis money ‘thus in- 
vested did, like all other. money vested in the 
same way, aid in supporting the Government; | 
and | see no reason why money thus invested | 
should not so aid. It is all for the benefit of the | 


people, and the personal benefit to be attained to 


the people is to provide them with a good Gov- | 


ernment and to support that Government, 

The committee on thinking this matter over 
came to the conclusion that to begin to make éx- 
ceptions would lead to infinite confusion;- the 
amount would be very large in the end; every 
effort would be made to bring cases within the 
principle, if we tried to adopt a principle in refer- 
ence to it, and we thought it would be entirely 
unsafe. We therefore objected to introducing 
anything of this kind into the general bill provid- 
ing for the raising of revenue. 


| hope that the amendment will not be adopted. 
I will not quarrel with my friend for suggesting 


for the consideration of the Senate. But the best 
reflection which I have been able to give it, and 
which others of the committee were able to give 


it, led us to the conclusion that it would be en- | 


tirely unsafe to begin a system of exemptions 
any where, and that it is best to leave all the prop- 
erty of the country to the operation of the gen- 
eral law. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes eight, noes 
not counted, 


Mr. WILSON. I move to strike out on the 


134th page, in line one hundred and eighty-one of 
section ninety-three, the word “ five”’ and insert 
**ten;’’ so as to read: 

On screws, commonly called wood serews, a duty of 10 
per ceut. ad valorem. 

The House of Representatives made this duty 
10 percent, We have stricken “ 10” out in com- 
mittee and substituted **5.’’ I am satisfied that 
we had better let it stand as the House passed it. 
it is weil known that this business is done mainly 


by one company, that the company has made im- | 


mense sums of money. Everybody that ever 
looked at of heard of the company almost has 
grown rich. [Laughter.] It was said, it will be 
remembered, when we framed the tariff here a 
few years ago, that this company had particular 
favors; and now if this is stricken out l am in- 
clined to think the same idea will go out; in fact 
ithas already. Therefore I move to strike out 
© 5’? and substitute ** 10,”’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know that it 
makes any sort of difference whether you fix the 
tax at 5 per cent. or 10 per cent., so faras the 
company are concerned; they will add it to the 
price of the screws. That is just the amount of 
it. We have got to Prvheeenty ternary) sufficient 
protection for the tariff. Whatever duty we put 
here, we must puta corresponding duty in the 
tariff bill in order to meet the burden put upon 
them. This company feel, as I am told, and I 
have no doubtitis true, that provided that isdone 
they do not care whether you put on 5, 10, 15, 
or 20 per cent. Itis all the same to them, be- 
cause the consumers pay it; itcomes out of those 
who buy and those who use, and not out of the 
company. It will not affect their profit one way 
or the other. It was intimated to the committee 
that the duty of 10 per cent. was unusually high, 
that it was makinga distinction between thisand 
most other articles, and that it was really higher 
than the systern ought to be, and the committee 
changed it with a view to have aconference with 
the other House on the subject. If we adopt 10 
per cent, the matter is fixed and concluded, and 
there is nothing further to be said about it. 

if my friend from Massachusetts is perfectly 
satisfied on the examivation he hasgiven the sub- 
ject that it is better to say 10 per cent., be it so, 
| confess that | am not satisfied in regard to it; 
and | really do not care what the Senate do with 
i. My own opinion was that it was better to 
lsave the matter open fora litte farther discus- 
sion. Perhaps the Senator from Rhode Island 
enn give us x little further information. 

Me. ANTHONY. These gentlemen who have 
committed the great offense of getting rich are my 
constituents. Ido not know what reason there 
is why a duty of 10 per cent. should be put upon 


put on other manufactures. | do notknow of an 
reason. It is trae the business has been very prof- 
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| screws. The price of the article is much less than 
it, because it is very proper for him to suggest it | 





their produdion when a duty of 5 per cent. is 








the men who now own the property; foralthough | 
to the original stockholders it has been exceed- | 
ingly remunerative, much the largest portion of | 
the property is in the hands of men who have | 


| bought it at a price corresponding to its profits; 


und a man is no more likely to make a good in- 
vestment by buying the stock at the price at which 
| itrules than he isin buying stock in any other 
| manufacturing property. 
| ‘The reason that they have a monopoly of the 
business is because they make abetter article and 
sell it ata cheaper price than anybody else can. 
They have no other monopoly except that which 
| their patent gives them. If aman invents a ma 
chine which is valuable the Government of the 
| United States guaranties to him fourteen years’ 
| exclusive right to use it. This company have 
invented, or have purchased of those who did 
| invent, the machinery for the manufacture of 


it was when they commenced business, and it is 
a great deal better. The English article has been 
driven out of the market entirely, and cannot 
compete with the production here, if it is untaxed, 
unless by the use of the machinery which was 
invented by this company, or which they pur- 
chased of the inventor. 

I hope they will be allowed to stand on pre- 
| cisely the same footing with all other manufac- 
turers. This company pays to the Government 
now a tax of nearly two hundred thousand dol- 
lars a year. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. For income? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No, besides the income 
tax, a tax of nearly two hundred thousand dol- 
lars a year made up of the duty on the iron they 
import, for a part of their product must be made 
from imported iron, and the excise duty. Al- 
together, I think, they pay between one hundred 
and eighty and two hundred thousand dollars. | 
do not know of any reason why they should be 
singled out fora higher duty than other producers. 
One of the largest customers of this company is the 
| Government. I think the Governmentat one time 
—so | have been informed—took nearly one half 
their entire product, so that the Government, on 
what it consumes, will merely collect a reverrue, 
and then pay it back again, for the company must 
put the additional tax upon the article and cover 
the expense of collecting it. 

Mr. GRIMES. That is a very extraordinary 
statement which the Senator from Rhode Island 
has just made. It may be true, but it astonishes 
me that the Government takes one half of all the 
screws that are being made by this company. I 
cannot conceive what on earth the Government 
does withthem. Nobody else manufactures any. 

Mr. ANTHONY. For all the arms the Gov- 
ernment uses they make the screws. 

Mr. GRIMES. But there is nota house in 
the whole land that has not more or less screws 
in it. There is not a piece of machinery hardly 
that has not got more or less screws iwit. The 
Government | should not suppose could use 5 
per cent. of the amount that is manufactured by 
this company. The Senator insists upon it that 
this company ought not to be singled out and any 
distinction made in regard to it from any other 
company; that is to say that we ought not to im- 
pose any larger amount of tax upon this company 
than upon any other. The truth is that we have 
regulated the tax already in other instances; we 
charge upon some 2} per cent., upon others 5, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Five per cent. is the high- 
est on anything else. : 

Me. GRIM We have regulated it, put 
some low and some high, because the article to 
be manufactured would stend the imposition of 
tax, and that is the reason, I suppose, that my 
friend from Massachusetts has proposed to in- 
crease this taxation from 5to 10 percent. There 
is no other article manufactured in America, ex- 
cept it-be whisky end tobacco, that will stand a 
high rate of taxation so well as this article of 
screws. This company that manufactures them 
—and it is the only manufactory there is in the 
land—is the most odious monopoly there is on 
the continent. It has made fortune after fortune, 
and | believe that $1 of actual original paid in cash 
represents to-day about $100. Whenever an ef- 
fort has been made to establish another screw 





company in opposition to them, they have al- 
li waye bad the means to crush it down, so that 
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this continent, or'atany rate in the United States. 

Here is one company that alone manufactures 
screws. Through the'ageney ofa single assessor 
and collector we can levy 10 per cent. upon them, 
and derive perhaps three times as much as we 
are deriving now, or have during the past year 
received*into our Treasury from this tax. ‘The 


/amount that we shall receive will not actually 
| come off them, as the Senator from Maine says; 
it will really come out of the people of the coun- 


try general’, but it will be aa. evenly distrib- 
uted through the country; and I know nothing 
that a large tax could be imposed upon more 
easily and more safely and more justly than upon 
screws, unless, as I said before, it be upon to- 
bacco and whisky. I might with as much pro- 


| priety protest against the levying of a tax upon 


the whisky and tobacco produced in Iowa, over 


and above 10 percent., as the Senutor from Rhode 
| Island ean protest against the imposition of more 
| than 5 per cent. upon these screws.’ My con- 


stituents pay much more of the amount than the 
Senator’s. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I was in error in stating 
the amount of tax paid by this company. The 
amount of excise tax is about one hundred and 
eighty thousand dollars, and the duties, in gold, 
about seventy-five thousand dollars more; and 
those duties will be increased, | suppose, under 
the tariff bill. [ hope that ifthese gentlemen are 
to be taxed, they need not be held up to public 
odium also. The Senator from Towa calls them 
an odious monopoly. What is there odious about 
it? They have invented a machine which has 
cheapened and improved an article of universal 
consumption. They make a better article; they 


| sell itata cheaper price than the country ever paid 


before;and because they have made money out of it 
honestly, by the use of the patents, which are pro- 
tected by the Government, as all other patents are, 
and by the use of their mechanical skill and their 
capital, the Senator says they are an odious mo- 
nopoly; they have crushed everybody else. How 
have they crushed everybody else? By no other 
means than by selling the article cheaper than 
anybody else could. That isallthe crushing they 
have done, There have been, 1 believe, some 
twenty attempts to manufacture screws in this 
country, and all but this and one other, I think, 
have failed, not through any agency of thiscom- 
panys but because they had not the skill or they 
ad not the capital to stand the first loss, or they 

had not the processes, the machinery. 

Mr. GRIMES. Because they had not the 
capital. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well. Is it a crime 
to manufacture screws? 

Mr. GRIMES. | I will tell the Senator what I 


| have understood to be the process adopted by this 
| company,as he has raised theissue. Itis a com- 


pany of vast-capital. It has ‘a large stock of the 
manufactured article on hand. Whenever another 
company has made an attempt to manufacture 
the same species of article, it floods the market 
with the sarplusitvhas already on hand as screws, 
and thas cuts out from any opportunity to sell, 
the rival company that is seeking to force itself 
into existence. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator makes this 
charge and will tell what company has ever been 
treated in that way, I will endeavor to answer. 
I think he has been entirely misinformed. These 
gentlemen are as respectableas any man’s constit- 
vents, and I believe the only way in which they 
have crushed out other companies is by fair and 
honest competition, and that they never have re- 
duced their price below a fair profit. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will it be in order to move to 
amend theamendment that has been proposed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
is of opinion that-it will not. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I only ask that this man- 
ufacture shall be put on the same basis as all 
others. Jt is a very profitable business, and [am 
willing it should pay the highest tax that any 
manufacture of the kind pays. Whisky and to- 
baeco are of course exceptional articles, but I am 
willing it shall pay the highest tax that any arti- 
cle that enters into general consumption for use- 
ful purposes can stand. ; 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Kentucky that if a 
motion were made to concur in the amendment 
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made in Committee of the Whole, in another view 
of the case, it would then be in order to amend 
the amendment. 

Mr. CONNESS. I cannot conceive why the 
Senator from Rhode Island opposes the increased 
duty on this article because itis produced in his 
State. [t is not consumed in his State, if pro- 
duced there. The people of California will pay 
the 10 per cent. tax if itis imposed; the people 
of the West and the people of the East that use 
the article will pay it. 1 apprehend that the State 
of Rhode Island, while they make more of this 
article, use less than perhaps any other State in 
the Union. The reason for imposing Wis in- 
creased tat, | think, isa very good one, The 
peculiarity of the question is this: that this com- 
pany. have, by a patent process, produced an ar- 
ticle that }:as superseded all others.inuse. They 

roduce what is known by mechanics as the gim- 

et-puin‘ed screw; none other is used.or has been 
used since they have been produced, or to any 
great extent, o aperture has to be made when 
it is inserted in a piece of wood; it makes the 
aperture as it is turned into it; and the saving of 
labor in thus inserting itigany mechanical article 
of production is so great that the percentage added, 
if you add 10 per cent., will be as nothing to the 
consumption, The manufacturers do not pay this 
tax. There is not a single reason why this arti- 
cle should not bear the tax. If the object is to 
get money, and the object in getting money by 
taxation is to diffuse the burden and. make it as 
light as possible by making it universal, or nearly 
universal, you cannot adopt a better means of 
doing that than by incréasing the tax on these 
aa screws, socalled, [happen to know some- 
thing about them, and I cannot conceive that there 
is any reason in the Senator’s objection to this 
increase of tax because the article is produced in 
his State. I regard the invention, simply in. its 
character, as one of the greatest that has ever been 
made in America, and | think the company that 
is producing the article, or, those who are its in- 
ventors, are entitled to great consideration; but 
they have become immensely wealthy, and that 
is all right, by the use of their invention. The 
community has been benefited, and the Govern- 
ment can now be benefited by adding a small per- 
centage to an article of almost universal use and 
consumption. The consumers will pay this tax, 
‘The Senator from Rhode Island should not object 
simply because the screws are made in Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1 can pardon the Senator 
from. California for not comprehending why Ido 
not wish an interest in my State to be taxed 10 
per cegt., for 1 was utterly unable to comprehend 
why he would not consent-to have an interest 
in his State taxed 1 per cent.; and as I could not 
understand, his reason, I shall excuse him for not 
understanding mine. But hope, Mr. President, 
that men will not be punished because by the use 
of their mechanical skill, their, ingenuity, their 
capital, they have saved money and have become 
rich. I hope men will not be punished for bene- 
filingthe community. Lam perfectly willing that 
this article shall be taxed. The manufacture is 
very profitable, although not nearly as profitable 
as Senators think, because the saa in the hands 
of many of the present owners cost its full value. 
I may be mistaken—I would not like to say posi- 
tively—but I do not believe the stock divides more 
than 10 or 12 per cent. on the capital invested in 
it at present prices, and much of it has passed at 
those prices. I donot know accurately thevalue 
of the stock or the dividend; I neverowned a dol- 
larofit. Lam willing that my constituents should 
bear their share of taxation. 

Mr. GRIMES. How much money does the 
stock now represent? 

Mr, ANTHONY. 
or more. 

Mr. COWAN, How much have they saved 
the nation by cheapening screws? 

_Mr. ANTHONY. They have saved the na- 
tion by cheapening serews half of what the screws 
cost, 

Mr. CONNESS. .When I was up I stated that 
1 was ata loss to knowagood reason for the op- 
position of the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island to the proposed inerease of tax, because 
the arucle was manufactured in his State. He 
responds to me, as he doubiless thinks. very clear- 
ly and very smartly, by saying that he is not as- 


I cannot tell. A million 





tonished when I| cannot perceive a reason for tax- 
ing an interest in my State 1 per cent. 

Now, Mr. President, permit.me to say to the 
houorable Senator thatitis not werthy of his gen- 
eral acumen if he cannot see the difference between 
levying any amount of tax if it were 40 percent. 
upon screws, and | per cent, apon the article of 
gold. The argument is contained in onesentence, 
namely, that the usages and laws of the civilized 
world have established the value of gold and silyer, 
and no tax that you can impose upon it will en- 
hance or increase its value. Therefore the tax, 
whatever it is, is paid by the possessor of the gold 
and silver. All you have gotto do to take all the 
gold and. silver that any man has is to multiply 
your tax.a given number of times, and you getit 
all, for each time that you tax it you take a part 
of itaway. That is the fact in regard to gold, 
and I am sorry the Senator cannot perceive it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Perhaps I could if there 
was a mine of gold in our State. [Laughter,} 

Mr. CONNESS, Mr. President, there is too 
much, of this kind of legislation here, and too 
much of this kind of opinion. The honorable 
Senator replies to me by saying that perhaps he 
could if they had a mine of gold and silver in his 
State. I honor the State of Rhode Island for its 
productions, and its people for their intelligence 
and their industry, and I have no motive that goes 
to taxing any product because it is a product of 
that State. But the logic of this case is against 
the Senator. The 5 per cent. or 10 per cent. 
that is added to the price of these screws, as | be- 
fore said, is paid by me when | buy a paper of 
them for consumption, paid by every mechanic in 
America; nay, it is paid abroad, because they are 
exported very largely, nothing being produced in 
the world equal tothem. Now,I cannot seetny 
similarity in the two cases, and | am sorry that 
the perceptions of the Senator were not equal to 
my own simple perceptions on the subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I ask the honorable chair- 
man whether there is a tax of 10 per cent. on any 
other manufacture except this? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There was one on one 
article, but that we reduced to 5 per cent. I do not 
remember the article now. 

Mr.GRIMES. We put thirty-five cents on 
tobacco manufactured in the Senator’s own State 
of Maryland. 

Mr. JOHNSON, [know youdid. I wasabout 
to say that if there is not a tax of this amount 


on manufactures of the same description—l mean | 
mechanical manufactures— I should be unwilling 
There is no ground to diserim- | 


to discriminate. 
inate, because people have grown rich. 

Mr. SHERMAN, and others. Jewelry. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Jewelry has been reduced 
to 5 per cent. on the motion of the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Ten Eycx,] b think. * 

Mr.JOHNSON. I suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts who proposed this amendment to 
make the tax on this particular manufacture 10 
per cent,, that perhaps if he would go a little fur- 
ther and make it 10 per cent. onall manufactures 
he would raise about as much money as we want. 
I think he intimated the other day that he was 
willing to increase the tax on manufactures gen- 
erally; and certainly in regard to manufacturers, 
who are now doing remarkably well and making 
money, there is just as much reason for taxing 
them 10 per cent. as there is for taxing this. par- 
ticular manufacture 10 percent. 

I think it will be found perhaps in the end that 
the anticipation of revenue from the bill, as it 
stands, will be disappointed; it will not produce 
as muchas we want. The estimate, | understand, 
is about two hundred and forty or two, hundred 
and fifty millions. ‘That estimate will be realized, 
and perhaps more than realized, if the tax upon 
those manufactures which are known to be pros- 
perous, the woolen manufactures, and others of 
that description, should be increased to 10. per 
cent. It seems to be admitted by the chairman 
that unless the tax is carried to a great extent— 
and the admission is no doubt correct—there will 
be no loss in point of fact to the manufacturer, be- 
cause he will charge the additional cogt to which 
he is subjected by the tax to his customer; and if 
that is true of the manufacturer of screws, it will 
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be equally true of the manufacturer of other com- | 


modities which the public want, and which they 
must have. 
that. 
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that can be derived from a system of Wxation 
which may not go to the extentof depressing man- 
ufactures or causing the whole loss to fall on the 
manufacturers. If the honorable member, there- 
fore, proposes to follow up his amendment by an 
amendment of the same description on other prof- 
itable manufactures, | should vote with him; but 
I cannot agree to take this alone and leave the 
others to stand at 5 per cent. or less. 

Mr. WILSON. I will state to the Senator 
from Maryland that the reason why | made this 
motion was that I thought this company, that bas 
the monopoly of this manufacturein the country, 
could well afford to pay a tax of 10 percent., that 
the article was one of general apd universal con- 
sumption, and it was a good subject upon which 
to raise the tax imposed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 10 per cent. understand that the 
members from Rhode Island in.the House of 
Representatives were very well satisfied with this 
as it stood. I thought this article stood very 
much like whisky or tobacco, and could afford to 
pay a higher tax than the average of other man- 
ufactures. Therefore | propose to put this at 10 
per cent. I am willing to inerease the duties on 
manufactures generally; at any rate I would be 
willing to vote to raise them to 7 per cent., and | 
am inclined to think I shall re that motion 
before we are through. In fact [ have two or 
three smal! amendments that I propose to move, 
with a view of adding to the revenue, but I cer- 
tainly hope this amendment will be adopted, and 
that the others will, and I think we ean add from 
seventy-five to one hundred million dollars. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If 1 understand it aright 
this clause stood 10 per cent. in the House bill. 
We have never altered it. 

Mr. WILSON. The committee altered it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. We have never accepted 
the report. Let a separate vote be called upon it. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well, and therefore I 
drop it now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, (to Mr. Witson.) Call 
for a separate vote now. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well. I call for a sep- 
arate vote on concurring in the Senate in the 
amendment made in committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senate, in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, adopted the amendment of the 
Commitiee on Finance to reduce this tax from 10 
to 5 per cent. We are now in the Senate, and the 

uestion is whether the Senate will concur with 
the Committee of the Whole. Thatisthe mode 
in which I want this question put. There is a 
difference between this and manufactures gener- 
ally, as it is very easyto show. It may be very 
propet to increase the tax here, but it does not 
follow that it would be proper elsewhere. Ihave 
no particalar opinion about it. If the Sénate de- 
termitié to fix it at 10 per cent., so be it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment is withdrawn. ‘The bill is sull open to 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. I call for a sepa- 
rate vote now on the question of concurring in 
this amendment of the Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is, will the Senate concur in the amendment made 
in Committee of the Whole, striking out ** 10”’ 
and inserting **5 per cent.”’ as the rate of duty on 
wood screws? “ 

The question was put, and it wasdeclared that 
the amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr.ANTHONY. I think that vote was not 
understood, the form of the motion having been 
changed. Lask foradivision. I think Senators 
voted under a misunderstanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will put the question again on concurring in the 
amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS— Messre. Anthony, Buckalew, Clark, Cowan, 
Fessenden, Harris, Henderson, Howard, McDougall, Mor- 
gan, Van Winkle, and Willey—)2. 

NAYS — Messrs. Biown, Cartile, Chandler, Collamer, 
Conness, Foot, Grimes, Harlan, Hendrieks, Jobnson, Powm- 
ervy, Powell, Ramsey, Richardson, Sherman, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Wade,and Wilson—19. 

ABSENT—Mezssrs. Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Poster, Hale, 
Harding, Hicks, Howe, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, 





|| Morrill, Nesmith, Biddle, Saulsbary, Sprague, Trumbull, 


We wantthe money; no doubtabout | 
We shall wantall the money wecan get || 


Wilkinson, and Wright—18. 
So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
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Mr. WILSON. I propose to add as an addi- 


tional section to the bill the following: 


And he it further enacted, That there shall be levied, col 


lected, and paid a stamp duty of 10 cents on every bill of | 
saic of goods, wares, or merchandise of amy kind or de- 
eoniplion, exceeding in amount $10 and not exceeding iu 
arcount S190; aud one fourth of one per cent. on all sums 
eX fing 2100; and any person or persons who shall make, 
sigh, OF issue, or who ahall caase to be made, signed, or is- 
ued, any bill of sale of goods, wares, or merchandise, or | 
ehiall acceptor pay, or cause to be accepted or paid, any such 
bill of sale without the Sime being duly stamped, or having 


thereupon an adhesive stamp for denoting the duty charge - 
able thereon, with the intent to evade the provisions of this 
act, shall for every such offense forfeit the sum of $200, and 
such bill of sale shall be invalid and of no effect. 

I intend to oceypy but a few moments, as I am 
anxious to get this bill through, but I am still 
more anxious to have it go through in a form by 
which the required revenue can be raised. This 
proposition is, | think, a very simple one, It 
provides that on all bills of sale exceeding $10 
and up to $100 there shall be a stamp of ten cents; 
on all bills of sale over $100 a stamp of one quar- 
ter of one per cent.; and that, I think, will give 
us somewhere from fifteen to twenty-five million 
dollars revenue, and | do not think there will be 
the least difficulty in the world in enforcing it 
any more than there is in enforcing the stamp on 
bank checks. Iam told that the easiest part of 
the existing law to administer is the stamp part 
of i. By law there are eighty-three stamps; 
seventy-eight of those stamps are now in use; and 
it is said that there is no difficulty in carrying out 
that part of the law. ‘There can be none in put- 
tung the stamps on bills of sale, if you make a 
bill of sale an illegal document without a stamp, 


any more than there is in putting a stamp on a | 


bank cheek or any other document. No man 
will settle a bill legally to save a few cents or a 
few dollars, It will not require an additional man 
in the country to administer it, it will add noth- 
ing to the clerical force employed. I, wish to 


quote from a letter written by Dr. James W, | 


dione, dated on the 9th of January, 1863, in which 
he says in regard to stamps: 


“In my judgment the ssamp sections of the act not enly 
work to much better advantage than the other sections, 


but it will be no inconsiderable benefit to the Government |) 


if the stamp duties could be substitated in many if not in 
allinstances for the other method of collecting the internal 
revenue: first, on account of simplicity of operation; sec- 
ond, on account of scif execution, the illegality of the un- 
stamped instrument rendering suits to entorce the use of 
stamps neediess; third, on account of the ante-payment of 
taxes, the stamps being purchased, in mavy cases, months 
if wot years before they are used; fourth, from the surety 
against fraud or collusion between the numberless officers 
in different parts of the country, and those dispused to de- 
fraud the Government when payment is made without 
stamps; aud lastly, from the great diminutivn of expense 
in the ecilection of the revenue.” 


I am told by collectors and by assessors that it 
will take nota single man more to execute the 
law than now; it requires no cost, no expense, 
except to provide the stamps, to send them out, 
and to sell them, There will be no more diffi- 
culty in enforeing the law in that respect than in 
the enforcement of the use of stamps upon any 
other instrument; the main strength of the position 


being in declaring the unstamped document itself 


illezal and of no effect. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I think the amendment would 
be evaded constantly. There will be no bills of 
sale. Goods pass from hand to hand with bills 
of parcel, or they pass without any writing; and 
where that is the case there would be no stamp 
required by the amendment. 

ir, WILSON. I am told by business men, 
some of them dealing to the.extent of millions, 
that there would not be one case in a hundred of 


any amount where the bill of sale would not be | 


made and stamped, because nobody will risk 
property on any other arrangement, On little 
small matters it may be different, and I have ex- 
empted all transactions under ten dollars. 

Mr. JOHNSON, The honorable member does 
not understand me, What | meant to say was 
that in the way the amendmentis drafted the stamp 
would not be required unless there was a bill of sale; 
and therefore if there is no bill of sale the contract 
could not be declared void. Ifhe proposed tomake 
it more comprehensive than it would be by apply- 
ing it merely to cases of bills of sale he might ap- 
ply it to bills of parcel, and that would include a 
variety of cases that would be excluded if the 
amendment stands as it is proposed by the hon- 
orable member. If I understand it, I think the 


amendment would be construed to mean that the | 
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stamp is required only where the sale in question 

| is evidenced by a bill of sale, which, as I say, 

| will not be and need not be, for the purpose of || say that | think the gentleman whose letter [ am 
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Senators for a moment toan extract from a letter 
from a gentleman of Philadelphia; and I must 


making the contract a valid one, done once in a || about to read understands this®whole subject of 


| thousand times. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Thisis the old proposition 


| inanew shape,atax onsales. We have had it be- 
| fore the Senate during the last two years some half 
| dozen times,and always to noecffect. 1 have nei- 


ther the strength nor the disposition to argue these 
things over and overand over and over again. I 
have stated what is true, that a tax upon sales, 
whether you putit on the sale itself, or whether you 
put it on in the shape of a stamp upon every bill of 
parcel, is new in anycountry. Itneverhas been 
adopted, and, as it has been deliberately consid- 
ered by the committees of both Houses at three 
sessions of Congress and rejected, | should not 
suppose there was the slightest probability of its 
passing now. I know thatsome gentlemen have 
the same opinions with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. They talk with outside gentlemen who 
have not condideeda the whole subject, f think, 
and who state only the argument on one side. | 
rer lly hope the Senate will not adopt it. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. The chairman of the 
Committee on Finance has said that the proposi- 
tion to tax sales has been considered deliberately 
at three sessions of Congress. I take the liberty 


| of saying, notwithstanding the observation of the 


Senator, that it has not been deliberately consid- 
ered at any session of Congress. I remember 
well that three eminent gentlemen from Massa- 


| chusetts came here pending the discussion on the 


first tax bill, and I have not seen an abler delega- 
tion come from any part of the country. They 
were sent as a deputation from the Boston Board 
of Trade. They were heard for fifteen minutes 
by the Committee on Finance of this body. Per- 
haps that was consideration for so grave a ques- 
tion! Tremember well that as against the bill from 
the House of Representatives before the Commit- 


| tee on Finance two years ago, the idea of raising 


our revenue from a tax on sales was best approved 


| bya majority of the committee. I remember well 


that at the solicitation ofthe chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance | consented that he might re- 
port the House bill as amended in the Committee 
on Finance. | consented, otherwise he would not 
have had an opportunity to report it. When the 
House bill was reported by the chairman, not b 
the concurrence of a majority but by the acqui- 
escence of a majority, it was understood that the 
then Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. Simmons) 
could present his views, and that I, having pre- 
sented a bill embodying the principle of the tax 
on sales, should present my proposition before 
the Senate. When we did so the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance claimed that his bill was 
a report of the Committee on Finance; and the 
views of the Senator from Rhode Island and the 
views that [ designed to embody as representing 
the advice of the Board of Trade of Boston, the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, the Board 
of Trade of Philadelphia, and the Chambers of 
Commerce of Cincinnati and Chicago and all the 
principal cities, all concurring in the same views, 
were ignored and not allowed a hearing on this 
floor. Therefore it has not been considered. 

1 believed then that the advice they gave in re- 
gard to the manner of raising revenue was the 
best advice, and I believe itstill. There was not 
one of those three members of the committee of 
the Boston Board of Trade who would not have 
honored the floor of this Senate; and their views 
were indorsed by all the organized commercial 
bodies of the United States. I am very glad to 
see the proposition brought forwardagain. Itis 


a tax more easily and more justly levied, and | 


will do more to aid the revenues of the Federal 
Government and secure us money to carry on 
the war than any of your mere stamp acts. This 
is now taking the form of a stamp tax, as it was 
not as I proposed it then; but still it will bring 
us more money even than those subjects of taxa- 
tion that have been made the basis of the revenue 
bill, 1, by way of vindicating a sound policy as 
against a most immature one that was organized 
without reference to the lessons we had learned 
from abroad, favor this as a better system, bet- 
ter considered, more economical, and producing 
greater results; and | shal! therefore vote with 
the Senutor from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish tocall the attention of 





taxation exceedingly well. He says: 

“ This immense source of revenue in England”— 

That is, stamps on bills of sale— 

“where every bill, large and small, is stamped, has been 
ignored with us. Now, thatthe wants of the Treasury can 
be no jonger smothered, it is well to place taxation upon 
some sources of revenue, of which bills of sale can be 
made, I repeat, a very large one. Many of the objecis 
upon which stamp taxes have been imposed can be suc- 
cessfully passed from hand to hand, evading the stamp 
duty. A bill of sale is not one of these.”’ 

It is certain that it will cost the Government 
nothing for additional officers. If we sell one 
million, two million, five, ten, or twenty-five 
million stamps, and they are used, we gain so 
much. Therefore I hope we shall try it. There 
is no harm in trying it. It is simply a stamptax 
on bills of sale, and if there are no bills of sale 
made we shall get nothing, and nobody is harmed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The very distinguished 
gentleman from Philadelphia who writes that 
letter does not know agything about the subject, 
and he is like a good many other gentlemen who 
sit quietly at home and think they understand the 
whole revenue system. A letter from them is 
conclusive on the subject when they look only at 
a single thing, and they and the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts give no credit whatever 
to the many men who have studied this subject, 
and looked at it all they could for hoursand days 
and weeks, and tried to come to a just conclusion 
with all the light they could get from books and 
from the hundreds of letters, not from one dis- 
tinguished gentleman but froma great many dis- 
tinguished gentlemen; and therefore I think more 
importance is given really to the suggestion than 
ought to be, because it takes for granted that the 
committees have had no suggestion made to them, 
though they have been in the receipt of bushels 
of suggestions on all these questions. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask the Senator from 
Maine to explain the difference—I do not precisely 
understand it—between this proposition and the 
tax on all receipts in England. 1 understand this 
is a tax on every reccipted bill there. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is a tax in this 
bill on receipts. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is not this a tax on re- 
ceipts? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Substantially. Ifthe Sen- 
ator will allow me a moment I will explain, and 
I will continue to stand here and explain these 
things over and over again as long as my pliysical 
strength holds out, day after day until th® time 
next year, if Senators insist on trying these ques- 
tions so many times. We put a tax upon bills 
of sale of ships. Wherever, in order to make a 
sale valid there must be evidence of it in writ- 
ing registered or recorded, you can reach it, be- 
cause the document must so exist; and it is so 
with regard to ships. It isnot so that 1 am aware 
of with any other article of personal property, 
because personal property passes by delivery. 
A man comes to me and buys a horse, or any 
other article, no matter what; aes the thing over 
to him and he pays me my money, and there is 
the end of it; or if 1 give him credit on my books, 
when he comes and paysme the money I balance 
my books and there is the end of it. Youcannot 
oblige a man to make a bill of sale; he does not 
need it; the thing is past. 

Delivery is as good as any writing. There- 
fore it is useless to attempt to puta tax on papers 
that the law does not require, because anybody 
disposed to avoid it will simply say, ‘* Here is my 
money, give me the goods, and that isthe end of 
it.”? But people want a receipt for money paid. 
That is a thing that is important, and a tax, asl 
said before, is put upon receipts for money. The 
committee did not like the wording of that clause 
exactly, and they struck it out for the purpose of 
having it more deliljerately considered in a com- 
mittee of conference as they supposed it would 
be. If I supposed it would not be considered in 
the committee of conference | would non-concur 
in what was done by our committee in that re- 
spect and restore the tax on receipts to where it 
stood in the bill, 1 am inclined to think we can 
get considerable money out of it, because a re- 
ceipt for money a man will have when it is due. 
That is as far as we can go, unless you pass a 
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: | 
law compelling every man when he makes a sale | 


to give a bill of sale or a bill of parcel, and that, 
I think, weare hardly prepared to do. If you 
pass it, you cannotenforce it, that lean perceive, 
and it would be useless, 

To meet what the distinguished gentleman who 


writes the letter to my friend means to cover, and | 


all he can cover, is merely to put a tq upon re- 
ceipts, and that will amount to something, because 
the necessity of having a receipt will control the 
question of the stamp; but it is not so in regard 
to mere common sales of property which pass by 
delivery. ‘The amendment proposed by the Sena- | 
tor from Massachusetts as it stands would simply | 
have the effect of saying to a man, ** If you choose 
not to be content with delivery, and require a bill | 
of sale, you must pay ten cents or twenty cents, | 
or whatever it may be; but if you are satisfied to 
get possession of your goods whé@n you pay the | 
money, you save it.”? That will bg the result. | 
It will amount to just nothing. It has some 
sound to it, but really in my judgment no sense. 
» Let me say to my friend that if he intends to 
carry this system out, it needs a great many pro- 
visions. The bill which was introduced by the 
honorable Senator from California, [Mr. McDov- 
GALL,] some two years ago, was u bill of some 
sixty or seventy sections, and all of them neces- 
sary to carry out any such system of stamps. 
That was predicated, if 1 recollect aright, on a 
system of stamps. But if you required stamp 
duties on all things of that kind, I will say to 
Senators it was conceded then that you would 
need, and that bill provided for, an infinity of of- 
ficers to carry it out, 


tion it may be throughout the whole country, and 
it would involve and would require a force and a 
system peculiar to and belonging to itself. ‘That 
is the conclusion to which we ¢ame. 

My honorable friend from California has gone 
over the history of two years agoon this subject, 
and charged me before the Senate with having 
reported a bill here from the Committee on Fi- | 
nance—a tax bill—withoutleave of the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
the committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. With the acquiescence 
of the committee, but that they never exactly ap- 
proved it. Thatis the idea. That is true toa 
certain extent. Some gentlemen approved one 
part and some approved another part; but all, 
even the Senator from California, consented that 
I should report the bill from the Committee on 
Finance, and [ reported it. The Senator from 
Rhode Island, who was then a member, (Mr. 
Simmons,) had his system. He introduced it. 
It was not accepted by the Senate. He supported 
it at length, and he was voted down, and the re- 
port of the committee was accepted. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Did the Senator from Cali- 
fornia propose his amendment? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Allow me to ask the Sen- 
ator from Maine a question. Did not the commit- 
tee decline to authorize you to report the bill un- 
till | had acquiesced, and did I not cast the vote 
in committee author‘zing you to report it? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I cannot say but that that 
was so. | remember that the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia was very kind and accommodating. 

_Mr.MeDOUGALL. Was it not ow the dis- 

tinct understanding thatthe Senator from Rhode 
Island and myself might bring our propositions 
before the Senate? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Unquestionably. Every 
member had that right. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. My vote in committee 
gave the majority: 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Everybody was willing 
that [ should report the bill, even the Senator 
from California; but they entered a caveat that 
they should offer their own amendments, which 
was agreed to, 

Mr. MeDOUGALL. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. Many were not willing at the start to let 
the bill be reported, butit wason my acquiescence. 
I had my bill printed befoge the committee, and 
the committee found fault with me afterwards, | 
may say to the Senate, that I had myself given 


the consent of the committee to the report made 
by the chairman. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. They did not say any- 
thing to me about that. “The Senator from Cal- 


With the acquiescence of 


You must have them, be- | 
enuse it covers every shop of whatever descrip- | 
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ifornia came in here; he offered his proposition; 
he took his day. He argued it, | think, for two 
or three hours. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Aboutan houranda half. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. He made‘ a long speech 
on the subject, and he finally took a vote, and 
he got his own vote and one other honorable gen- 
tleman’s who said he would notleave the Senator 
to vote alone. That was the result of it,as many 
of the Senate will recollect. I recollectit very dis- 
tinetly. The Senator will certainly remember 
that when I came to reply and wind up the argu- 


ment on the subject, he made a special request to | 
me that Lshould notcomment on his bill, because | 


he only gotasingle vote for it, to which Lacceded. 

Mr. MeDOUGALL. 1 think the Senator’s 
recollection is wrong. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
about that, and finally the Senator used an argu- 
ment to me that he was going to vote for my bill, 
and therefore | might save myself the trouble of 
replying, and he did so vote. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. There is another mis- 
take. 
the Senator uppealed to me that it was a neces- 
sary measure and that the bill must pass, and 


therefore I yielded and changed my vote from 


whatit was in the first instance. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It got every vote in the 
Senate except one or two. I did not need the Sena- 
tor’s vote atall. Whatl said tothe Senator was, 
** You promised if [ would not comment on your 
bill to vote for this one, and therefore 1 claim 
your promise,’’ and the Senator performed it. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 1 do not remember that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 do mogt distinctly. 
That was the whole matter. There was no feel- 
ing about it. The bill introduced here, the bill 
that the committee acceded, if you please, to my 
reporting 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Will the Senator allow 
me to say one thing, as this controversy has been 
brought in by myself? 1 remember that during 
Shat discussion, after the understanding that | 





have stated in committee, | had the honor of sit- 


ting in the chair which the President fills, and a 
controversy grew up between the Senator from 
Rhode Island and the chairman of the committee, 
in which, at that time, he ignored what I under- 
stood to be the understanding in committee. [ 
left the chair for my place on the floor, and I 
will say now that the reason why I found it use- 
less to even undertake to argue in extenso the 
measure I introduced was that the Senator insisted 
upon his position as chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, and did not allow either the Senator 
from Rhode Island or myself to have a fair hearing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not see how it was 
in my power to prevent it, 

Mr. McDOUGALL. The chairman of the 
Committee on Finance is potential. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is true that aftera full 
discussion by the Senator from Rhode Island of 
his propositions, arguing them at length as much 
as he pleased, and some reply made by myself, 
the Senate voted him down; and as I said before, 
when the Senator from California took his turn 
and argued his measure at length, I did not reply, 
and the Senate voted him down. ‘That is the 
whole story about it. 

‘Mr. MecDOUGALL. The conclusion was 
waived by me after advancing my opinions. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 wish simply to say to the 
chairman of the committee that inanything I say 
here on any proposition I make, I have certainly 
no disposition to undervalue the services of the 
chairman of the committee or of the Committee on 
Finance, or to compare my own knowledge on 
the subject of this bill totheirs. I have certainly 
some convictions in regard to this matter of tax- 
ation; | have reflected somewhat upon this bill 


and read it with some degree of care, and listened 


to all that has been said upon the subject. 1 
moved this amendment because | thoughtit would 
give us some revenue, which we so much need at 
this time. I think we ought certainly to do all 
that we can do to increase’the income of the Gov- 
ernment. The condition of the country we al! 
know; it is understood by us all, and we have 


During the Revolution there wer 


bills; another class thought they would issue pa- 


I cannot be mistaken | 


I had voted against the Senator’s bill, and | 
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| Some experience in our own history in regard to | 
| these matters, 
| a class of men who advised raising money to pay 


of paper money. We paid our foreign debt, our 
debt to our soldiers, our debt to the States, 
amounting to about eighty millions, and repudi- 
ated two hundred and fourteen millions, Letour 
paper mobey run down; let our debt be over- 
whelming, and we shall have as soon as the war 
is over a party of repudiation here. We had 
better pay all we can now. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I want to ask the Sen- 
ator how he provides for the case of sales where 
no bill of sale is given. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘This amendment applies to 
bills of sale given for goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, and nothing else. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is a voluntary tax. If 
there is no receipt, there is no tax. 

Mr. WILSON. I take it merchants and busi- 
ness men will go on with this tax precisely as they 
do now, and that men will not once in a hundred 
times buy goods where they do not take a receipt. 

Mr. GRIMES. But they can do it. 

Mr. WILSON. There is a possibility of it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no penalty. 

Mr.GRIMES. Alla man has to do is to have 
the books balanced, and receive the goods, and 
there is the end of it. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WILSON. I propose another amendment, 
with a view of increasing the revenue. In sec- 
tion one hundred and fifteen, lines twelve and 
thirteen, page 171, | move to strike out the word 
* ten’’ in each of those lines and insert ** two,”’ 
so that if the amendment should carry, the pro- 
vision will be that all incomes under $600 will 
be exempted from taxation; and on all incomes 
from $600 to $2,000, 5 per cent. is to be paid; and 
on all over $2,000, 74 percent. I do it for two 
reasons: first, | think it will increase the revenue 
from incomes very largely, because we shall get 
7} per cent. from $2,000 to $10,000, where we get 
only 5 per cent. under the bill as it stands. In 
the next place, men of wealth think they ought 
not to be discriminated against because they have 
gota large sum of money. Perhaps some per- 
sons over $10,000, and there are a great number 
in the country, would feel that they might lower 
their taxes enough, or try to make up the differ- 
ence. But if we tax all persons that have an in- 
come over $2,000 74 per cent. it will reach so 
large a class in the community, so many men 
who are able to pry, that | think there will be no 
objection to this form in which the bill will have 
been placed, and we shall certainly add a great 
deal to the revenues of the Government. 

1 move to strike out ** ten’? and insert ‘‘two,”’ 
so that all persons who have an income over 
$2,000 shall pay the income tax of 7} per cent., 
and from $600 to $2,000 pay 5 per cent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will simply say that I 
think that is too much ofa tax on such small in- 
comes. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 

Mr. WILSON. Well, 1 will say $5,000 on the 
suggestion. I move to strike out **ten’’ and in- 
sert **five,”’ so as to put a tax of 7 per cent. on 
incomes over $5,000. 

The question being put, there were on a divis- 
ion—ayes 14, noes 8; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WILSON. lI call for the yeas and nays. 
We have a quoram about the building. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.GRIMES, Is this amendment susceptible 
of-being amended so as to make all over $15,000 
pay 10 per cent. ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That cannot be done 
now. After this amendment is made you can 
have a vote on the amendment below. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1! am perfectly content to vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Masss- 
chusetts, if we should carry out the system of 
gradation and let the big fellows who get from 
$25,000 up to $100,000 year pay a proportionate 
rate. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 1]; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Brown, Carlile, Chander, Collamer, 


Couness, Davis, Doolittle, Grimes, Harlau, Uarris, Hend 
ricks, McDougall, Morgan, Pomeroy, Rainsey, Sumner, Ten 


Say $5,000. 


| Eyek, aud Wilkon—16. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Cowan, Fessenden, 
Foot, Henderson, Howe, Powell, Richardson, Van Winkle, 
and Willey—l1l. 

ABSENT — Mesers. Buckalew, Dixon, Poster, Hale, 


per money. We gotthrough the Revolution and |) Harding, Ilicks, Howard, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Lane 
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of Kanene, Morrill, Nesmith, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sherman, 
Sprague, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wright—20, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GRIMES. I move now that the Senate 
do not concurin the amendment made by the Sen- 
ate in Committee of the Whole on page 17], by 
which the committeé agreed to strike out the | 
words: 

And not exceeding $25,000; and a daty of 10 per cent. 
on the excess over $25,000. 

The committee struck out the provision of the 
House bill that all persons who had an income 
over $25,000 should pay 10 per cent. We have 
established now the rule that all over $5,000 shall 
pay 7} percent. Now 4d propose to continue this 
gradation atid make all those who receive over | 
$20,000 pay 10 per cent. | 

Mr. FESSEN DEN. Why notsay over$10,000? 

Mr. ANTHONY. On the excess, not on the 
whole? 

Mr. GRIMES, §Itis all on the excess. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Say $15,000. 

Mr. GRIMES. I hear on all sides the propo- 
sition that I shall say all over $15,000, 10 per 
cent., and some say $10,000, and others $20,000. 
1 will strike the balance and say $15,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly a tax of that 
sort will never affect me, bat | should like to 
keow on what principle a larger tax is imposed 
on an bicreased income. Itseemsto me that per- 
fect jusuece requires that the same tax shall be 
levied on the same amount of property any where. 
I suppose that a duty of that sort will not affect 





the incomes in the West much; but | do not see 
exactly the justice of imposing a tax so heavy 
upon incomes, even though they be elsewhere 
than in my particular section of the country, un- 
less it beamposed on otherincomes. Weexempt 
$600; that is for the poor man; and beyond that 
it seems to me that incomes ought to bear the 
same raw. I do not see the justice of such legis- 
lation, 

Mr. GRIMES. As to the practice, we have 
established thatalready by a very decisive vote of | 
the Senate. As to the principle on which itJe 
based, | will refer the Senator fpom Misseuri to 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner} 
and the array of authorities which he read to us 
the other day from Say and other political econ- | 
omists, showing usthat this was the principle on 

| 
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which all income taxes ought to be assessed, and 
it is not for me to controvert the authoriues which 
the Senator from Massachusetts exhibited here 
in the Senate to so great an extent, and it seems 
that they have made such an impression on the 
minds of Senators that we have reversed the 
decision that we made at that time, and have de- 
cided exactly to the contrary to-day. Now, | 
propose to carry that principle out to a little 
greater extent, and cause these men who have 
large fortunes and derive therefrom large incomes 
to pay a littl amount, only 2} per cent., in addi- 
tion to the rate paid by the small men who ex- 
haust nearly all of this income in the support of 
Uveir families. Lf there is any class of men that 
the distinction ought to be made in favor of and 
not against it is the very class of men we have 
discrimimated against, and now we reach a class 
of men who have a surplus over and above the 
money that is necessary to meet their family ex- 
penses, and it is that class that | propose to reach 
and tax by the amendment that | propose. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I| humbly hope it will 
be fixed some way or other to-day, because if we 
du not fix itnow, to-morrow it will be fixed some 
other way, and gentlemen will ‘want to argue it 
over again, and it will be so every day in the 
week, Let us have it somehow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pomeror 
in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from lowa to the amendment 


made in Committee of the Whole, by striking [ 


out “twenty-five” and inserting “ fifteen”’ in the 
following clause: 


And not src and a duty of 10 per cent. 


on the excess over 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The otheramountat pres- 
ent is out of the bill, and those words that have 
been stricken out in committee have got to be re- 
stored before they can be amended. The first 
» ene will be on concurring in striking out 
those words, 

Mr. GRIMES. I propose my amendment as 
a separate part of the ball. 


| are out of the bill, 
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| them stricken out will vote *‘ay;’’ those who, like 


| concurring with the committee, those words are 


Mr. FESSENDEN, If those words are in the |) beyond what it ought to be; but if we adopt it as 
bill you can make the amendment; butat present |! it came from the House of Representatives there 


you cannot make the amendment as long as they | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
is on concurring in the amendment made in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole, and that is open to amend- 
ment in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. CONNESS. As I understand the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, if the Senate | 
vote *fay’’ upon the proposition of the commit- 


tee, then the Senator from Lowa will mowe to strike 
out the words adopted, and insert those he pro- 
poses. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Those words are now 
out of the bill by a vote of the Senate. Theques- 
tion is on concurring with the committee in strik- 
ing out those words. Those, therefore, who want 


the Senator from lowa,do got want them stricken 
out will vote **no.’’ 
Mr. SUMNER. Before the question is put on 


open to amendment as | understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... They are, in 
the opinion of,the Chair. 

Mr. SUMNER, And therefore the motion of 
the Senator from lowa is in order to amend that 
proposition, and thenthe next question would be 
on concurring with wliat has been done in com- 
mittee with that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands that the ameudment made in commit- 
tee can be amended before the question on con- 
currence istaken, The Chair may be wrong, but 
that is the decision the Chair makes. The first 
question will be on the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from lowa, to amend the amendment made in | 
committee, by striking out ‘* twenty-five’ and 
inserting ‘* fifieen.’’ 

The amendmenttothe amendment wasagreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on concurring in the amendment made in 
committee, striking out the whole clause, as i 
has been amended. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. GRIMES. In the same clause, line six- 
teen, | move the same amendment, to strike out 
**twenty-five’’ and insert ‘fifteen’? before the 
word **thousand,’’ in order to make it conform 
to the amendment just adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The other 
amendments necessary to make the sentence com- 
plete will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. On page 140, line three 
hundred and forty-six, | move to strike out the 
word ‘‘five’’ and to insert the word *‘ two;’’ so 
that the clause will read: a 


Ou quicksilver produced from the ore, a duty of 2 per 
cent. ad valorem. . 
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i do not care to discuss this amendment. I be- 
lieve it is understood very well by the Senate. 
The tax as it stands in the bill is a tax on the 
gross proceeds, and would amount to a duty on 
the net proceeds of something like 15 or 18 per 
cent. I believe there is no objection to the amend- 
ment. Two per cent, ad valorem will make aduty 
on the net proceeds of about 6 or 8 per cent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Lask aseparate vote upen 
the amendment proposed by the committe on page | 
73, section sixty-three, line four. -L understand 
that the Senate in committee have inserted there 
‘twenty-five cepts,’? making the tax upon beer 
$1 25a barrel. Fromall [ understand of the sub- 
ject I think a tax of one dollar is quite ertough. 
l ask for a separate vote upon that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will be on concurring in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole, to insert the 
words “and twenty-five cents’’ after the word 
** dollar,’’ in line four of section seventy-three; so 
that it will read: 

That there shall be paid on-all beer, lager beer, ale, por- 
ter, and othersimilar (ermented liquors, by whatever name 
such liquors may be called, a duty of $1 25 for each and 
every barrel, &c. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I really hope the Senate 
will concur with the committee in that amend- 
ment. I think it is very desirable to leave the 
question open for the consideration of the com- 
mittee of conference. There is no disposition 
whatever on the part of anybody to put this tax 


| 





isan end of it, and we cannot vary it, however 


| we may see fit to vary the tax on whisky, and 


therefore we shall have it in precisely its present 
shape, and ean neither raise nor reduce it, We 
do not know exactly what the resalt will be on 
consideratgn; but as there is really no disposi- 
tion anywhere to put; this tax beyond what the 
article can bear, | think, it would be very much 
safer to leave it to a committee of conference. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 cannot think it possi- 
ble that the House of Representatives will, with- 
out investigating the amendments made to this 
bill by the Senate, just pass a vote to disagree to 
the amendments, and appoint acommittee of con- 
ference, L have been told by a member of the 
House that that would not probably be the case. 
I do not believe it is a very good system of legis- 
lation, and | would not vote for sucha system if 
| were a member of the House. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is the only system of 
legislation possible on a bill of this size, if you 
want to get through it in any time. 

Mr. CONNESS. It will be remembered by 
the Senator from Indiana that this is a pretty vexed 
question. It involves the question of taxing the 
stock on hand. ‘The Senate has adhered to their 
positior— upon that proposition very tenaciously; 
the House of Representatives have been equally 
tenacious, or nearly so; and I think the entire 
question had better be left open and left to the 
committee of conference. [think it would be sub- 
ject to better adjustmentthere. I hope that course 
will be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, will the Senate concur in the amendment made 
in committee? Theamendment made in commit- 
tee was, to insert ‘*25 cents’? instead of ‘* 50 
cents’’ after the word ‘* dollar,’’ 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I do not want the vote 
just in that shape, because that would be even 
more objectionable... move to strike out both 


| 50”? and ‘* 25 cents,?? 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Ifthe Senate do not agree 
to the first question, to concur in the amendment 
made in committee, the question would then re- 
turn on the amendment proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Finance. , 

Mr. HENDRICKS. What I wantis the pro- 
vision of the House bill on this subject. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Exactly; but it will re- 
quire two votes. | hope it will remain as it is. 

Mr. GRIMES. I hope the Senator from In- 
diana will withdraw hisamendment, I am with 
him in reducing the tax to $1; but | do not want 
the committee of conference, if it shal] be raised 
on this bill, instructed bya vote of the Senate, if 
we shall decline to change it, to adhere toa tax of 
$1 25 or $1 50, or any higher sum than $l. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, I will say to the Senator 
from lowa that if we stand by the tax of $1, 
then the Senate concurs with the House, and there 
is no question of disagreement between the two 
bodies. If it is the pleasure of the Senate that 
this tax should be $1, which | think from all the 
information I have is as high as it ought to be 
taxed, then there is no disagreement, and the bill 
is concluded in respect to this subject. 

Mr. GRIMES, I think $1 is as high as it 
ought to be taxed,and I think itis higher in pro- 
portion than whisky is taxed by the bill; but I 
would rather leave it to the committee of confer- 
ence, | believe, than, not knowing what the senti- 
ment of the Senate might be, to allow a vote to 
be taken with the risk of an adverse vote being 


| given which might be regarded by any future 
| committee of conference on the subject as a sort 


| think ought to 


of instruction on the part of the Senate to stick to 
$1 25 rather than to $1 a barrel. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. | do not represent this 
interest in any large degree, and do not feel au- 
thorized to control it, and as Senators who agree 
with me in opinion about it think it had better be 
left in this shape, of course | will yield my judg- 
ment to theirs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire a separate vote 
on the amendment of the committee inserting the 
proviso to section one hundred and nine, on page 
164. Ido not intend to discuss it, but this isa 
discrimination against State banks which | do not 
its way into this bill, If you 
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tax State banks, I think it ought to be the same 
tax throughout. In some of the States, Indiana 
among others, the encurity is so ample, because 
of the mutual responsibility of the branch im- 

osed by the Legislature in chartering the State 
Peake, that the Tanks may with safety to the 
bill-holders issue more than the amount of their 
capital stock. The State Bank of Indiana has 
proved to be a very safe bank through a period 
of thirty years. It has proved to be a very.safe 
bank up to this time. It has furnished a great 
deal of currency, beyond 90 per cent, of its capi- 
tal, with which the people were well content. 
Their issues do not now exceed 90 per cent. as I 
understand; but still as the State in the charter 
has said that they might issue more than that, I 
do not think Congress ought to tax a privilege 
which the State has given toa bank more than 
the other issues of State banks, and of the na- 
tional banks. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The committee regarded 
this provision as absolutely essential to prevent 
an improper inflation of the currency. ltisonly 
a tax on the excess of circulation over 90 per cent, 
of theircapital. The national banksare expressly 
confined to a ¢irculation equal to 90 per cent. of 
their capital. Wedo not undertake to preyent 
the issue of any amount, over that by the State 
banks, but we provide that if they do they shall 
pay this tax; so that it will be giving a great ad- 
yantage to the State banks over the national banks 
if we do not put this tax on their circulation over 
90 per cent. I will say to the Senator also, that 
while there may be some good banks in the coun- 
try, there are apt to be some very poor ones, and 
it will not do to omita provision useful in itself 
because it may affect some who wil! not abuse the 
privilege. I hope the Senate will adhere to itsac- 
tion on this subject, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state the question, Itis on concurring in the 
Senate in the amendment made as in.committee. 
The committee inserted a proviso to this section, 
and the question now 1s whether the Senate will 
concur in the amendment made in committee. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. | will ask for the yeas 
and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Those who are for re- 
taining the provision will vote ‘* yea,’’ and those 
who wish to strike it out will.vote ‘ nay.”’ 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
on page 164, section one hundred and nine, line 
eighty-two, after the word *‘ liquidation’’ to in- 
sert the following proviso: 

Provided, also, That all banks, associations, corpora- 
tions, or individuals, issuing notes or bills for circulation 
as currency, shall be liable to and pay the further duty of 
one fourth of one per cent. in each month upon the aver- 
age amount of such’ currency issued beyond the amount 
of 90 per cent..of its capital. In the ease of banks with 
branches, the dutys herein provided for shall be imposed 
upon the circulation of each branch, severally, and the 
amount of capital of each branch shall be considered to be 
the amount allotted to or used by such branch. And the 
additional duty berein provided for shall be collected and 
paid at the time and in the manner hereinbefore specified. 
And so much of an act entitled “An act to provide ways 
and means for the support of the Government,” approved 
March 3, 1863, as imposes any tax on banks, their circula- 


tion, capital, or deposits, ether than is herein provided, is 
hereby repealed, 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Con- 
ness, Cowan, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, 
Harris, Johnson, Morgen, Fospetey. Ramsey, Sh 


y erman 
Sumner, Trumbull, Van Winkle, Wilkinson, Willey, and 
Wilson—23, 


NAYS—Messrs. Carlile, Collamer, Davis, Foot, Hender- 
son, Hendricks, McDougall, Powell, and Ten Eyck—9, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Buckalew Dixon, Hale, Harding, 
Hicks, Howard, Howe, Lafie of indiana, Lane of Kansas, 
Morrill, Nesmith, Richardson, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sprague, 
Wade, and Wright—17.. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to test the sense of 
the Senate upon the subject of the tax on manu- 
factures, without occupying any time upon it, 
because it has already been sufficiently debated. 
I will therefore move to strike out the word * five” 
in line four hundred and two, p 142, and to 
insert “*ten.”’ If thisamendment should be made, 
I will then follow it up with the corresponding 
changes that will be necessary in this section of 
the bill. If the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wison] wishes a vote on a tax of 7.per cent. 
in the first instance I have no objection to a vote 
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being taken on that. The clause, if amended as 
I propose, will read thus: 

On cloth and all textile or kuitted or felted fabrics of cot- 
ton, wool, or other materials, before the same has been 
dyed, printed, or bleached, and on all cloth painted, enam 
éled, shirred, tarred, varnished, or oiled, a daty ot 10 per 
cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ‘‘ten”’ and inserting ‘*seven.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that perhaps it 
would be better to allow the vote'to be taken on 
inserting ‘* ten”? first, and then, if that should not 
be agreed to, on inserting * seven.” 

Mr. WILSON. I would rather vote on the 
“seven” first. 

Mr: CONNESS: The vote will be taken on 
inserting the largest number first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ohio withdraw his amendment ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the word “seven” is in- 
serted 1 understand I cannot move to strike it out. 
I shall therefore insist on my amendment to in- 
sert ** ten.” 

Mr. FOOT. I will suggest that, as it is proposed 
to insert different grades of taxation, the proper 
motion would be in the first place to move to strike 
out the word ** five.” If that is carried, it leaves 
ita blank, and then Senatérs can move to insert 
seven, eight, orten, and the question will be taken 
in order, beginning with the highest, 

Mr.SHERMAN. I will follow the suggestion 
of the Senator from Vermont. I simply wish to 
get the sense of the Senate on the tax on manu- 
factures, and I will therefore move to strike out 
the word ** five.’’ oe 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to say simply this: 
the rate of duty on manufactures was fixed on 
great consideration by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and adopted by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and I think the Committee on Finance 
on the part of the Senate on the same considera- 
tion concluded that that was as high as the duty 
ought to be put upon these articles at present, | [ 
believe, there is a great deal of unnecessary fright 
about what this bill will raise. I believe, more- 
over, that there is a limit to the capacity of man- 
ufactures, taken as a whole, to bear a tax. | Itis 
very different here from what it is in England. 


The great bulk of the manufactories theré are 


owned by large companies, composed of men of 
great wealth. It is so in part to some extent in 
this country, but that by no means ineludes all 
manufactures. A great many of them have a 
hard struggle to get along, and they have not that 


superabundance of capital which is necessary in 
order to meet all contingencies, 


Senators will recollect this duty is to be paid 


at once on the sales. The sales are necessarily 


made on credit of six months, or four months, 


and three months, Three or four months is the 
ordinary rate. 


amount of money to make the payments in ad- 


It requires, therefore, a, large 


vance, and to await the returns of the sales; and 
only those possessing a large capital and having 


ae facilities for raising money can meet them, 


f we;attempt to put on such very heavy duties, 
in my judgment the result will be to put a great 
deal of money. in the hands of rich companies 
having large stocks on hand, and who can stand 
the tax very well, while there will be other com- 
panies which are not able to keep those stocks, 
and which have not that power; and I am afraid 
the effect will be very disastrous upon them. 
We cannot possibly do all these things at once. 

I think the mistake which my friend from Ohio 
makes is in supposing that all we have to do in 
relation to these things is to consider how m&ch 
money we can get out of a given tax provided it 
is all paid; that it makes no difference in reality 
whether the tax is 5, 10, 15, 20, or even 50 per 
cent. I believe he thinks we can get a tax of 50 

er cent. from manufactures. without difficulty, 
ecause people will pay it. The result of all 
these things is to embarrass business to a very 
reat extent. You must depend on the manu- 

actures of the country for a very large and im- 
portant part of your revenue, and depending upon 
them for a very large and important part of your 
revenue, the tax must be so laid as to enable 
them to pay it. ie 

While in New England—and I suppose my 
friend fron® Massachusetts [Mr. Wirson] will 
bear me out ip saying that—there are some large 
and wealthy manufacturing companies, there are 
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many smaller ones that are, coming into exist- 
ence and have a hard time to liva, not.so much 
perhaps manufacturers of coulen or manufacturers 
of wool, which are not so extensive, but there are 
very many, small manufacturing establishments 
growing Up. in different sections.,ofthe country. 

he revenue you will get from one large ab 
lishment is larger perhaps than from two smaller 
ones, but the great mass of small manufacturing 
establishments after alk pay the most revenue, It 
is the poliey of the country to.sustain them, and 
not to break them dowmin your effortto.get more 
revenue out of the matter than you can well get, 
by simply considering, as we are too. apt to do, 
some, very large and rich companies, which per- 
haps could meet itand would be very glad to meet 
it, for the very great advantages they would de- 
rive from, it over their rivals who are less able 
than themselves, and who are springing up. all 
around them. I. do not believe it would be for 
the advantage of the revenue. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ido not vote fora tax of 10 
per cent.on manufactures, which I know is a 
pretty heavy tax, with any view, to discriminate 
against manufactures, because | know this tax will 
be added to the price of the article, and will be paid 
by the consumer, poorandrichalike. But, in my 

judgment, the amount of revenue that will be 
yielded by this bill is nat sufficient during atime of 
war. The Comptroller of the Currency estimates 
the amount at $250,000,000. I think the Senate. 
have added to it. considerably, especially in the 
liquor tax, But the aggregate during the next year 
will not exceed $250,000,000, which, in my judg- 
ment, is inadequate to sustain the present ex pendi« 
tures. The Aadiioual 5 per cent. on all manufac- 
tures will yield some. fifty or sixty million dol- 
lars, It will be a tax as equally distributed asany 
wecanassess, It will be from comparatively few 
persons; because, although it will reach to almost 
every article of wear and consumption, it will be 
collected from the manufacturers, many of whom 
will pay a largely increased tax, and therefore it 
will be a cheaper;tax to collect.than one collected 
from a great number of individuals. 

The argument on this subject is, perfectly ap- 
parent to every one. Itis only a question as to 
the rate of taxation. I have no doubt of the ca- 
pacity of our people to pay a tax of 50 per cent. 
on manufactures if it should be necessary. It 
would add 50 per cent., or 60 per cent. proba- 
bly, to the cost of all manufactured articles; but 
I ees an assessment of this kind is an easier 
form of taxation thanany other that could be pro- 
posed. As I said in discussing this matter a few 
days ago, when the framers of the Constitution 
were first exercising their exclusive power of lay- 
ing duties on imports, they hesitated on the rates 
of duty as between 3, 5, and 10 per cent, The 
first tariff law levied duties of 5, 10,and 125 per 
cent. They looked upon. this tax on internal 
manufactures very much in the same light as we 
do now, and they hesitated between a tax of 3and 
5 per cent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. A tax on imports isa 
very different thing from a tax on manufactures. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot distinguish be- 
tween them. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The distinction is simp| 
this: in levying a tax on imports you do noteall 
upon the manufacturer to pay the tax on the sale 
of the article; but it is paid on the importation, 
and the importer adds the cost of importation to 
the price at which he finally pipe to sell it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only difference is that 
the tax in the one case is collected from the im- 
porter, and in the other case it is collected from 
the manufacturer. In either case the cost of the 
duty is added to the cost of the goods in some 
form or other. That is the only difference that 
1 know of. In the one case the manufacturer 
pays the tax, and in the otherthe importer. Both 
are mere agents of the Government to collect the 
tax and distribute it among the people. I can- 
not, therefore, see any difference between an in- 
ternal tax and a duty on imports. However, it 
is a matter which any Senator can decide for 
himself. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. A few days ago I insisted 
that the Senate should not impose a very high or 
unreasonable tax upona western production. Te 
some extent my judgment on that question was 

not agreed to by the Senate; but I do not intend 
on ghis question to be governed by what I thought 
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was wrong policy adopted by the Senate then. I 
think 5 per cent. is a very high tax on manufac- 
tures. Itis an increase over the last tax of about 





60 per cent., Landerstand. 1 think it was 3 per 
cent. before, and nowitis 5. 1 think thatis very 


high, and f shall not vote for any change from 
the 5 per cent. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The tax you complained 
of was an increase of 500 per cent. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I know the increase I 
complained of was 500 percent.; but the Senate 
said we could bear it. Thé Senator from Ohio 
repeats (hat argument now. How much manufac- 
tured articles will bear isa hard question to decide. 
Cotton and woolen goods must be worn, Common 
decency requires that the people should be dressed 
and clothed, and they must be; and perhaps if you 
put the tax at 50 or 100 per cent., still the people 
would not go naked, 


You can force upon the | 


| 


necessities of the community an enormous tax | 


perhaps, especially if you inflate the currency 
recording to the policy of the Administration to 
correspond, t-will not disguise the fact, how- 
ever, that my jadgment on this question is to some 
extent controlled by the belief that the tax to be 


paid by the manufacturer will be put on the price | 


of the article and finally be paid by the con- 
sumer, and I think 5 per cent. ts high enough. 
Mr. CLARK. I desire to make a suggestion 
or two in regard to a principal branch of manu- 
facture which perhaps has not come to the notice 
of the Senate, though it may perhaps to some 
Senators; and that is the cotton manufacture. 
During the past year most of the cotton manu- 
factories have been closed either wholly or par- 
tially. They had worked up the stock they had 
on hand when the rebellion broke out, and from 
the rise in cotton they made very good products 
and very good profits. After working up that 
stock on hand, they generally closed up their 
manufactories. They have within a few months 
past attempted to start again; but the supply of 
cotton is very uncertain one; it is not known 
where it is to come from yet; the whole section 
of the country that formerly produced the cotton 
is in a very unsettled state; and thé suggestion I 
wish to make to the Senate is whether at the pres- 


ent time it is desirable to increase the tax on that | 


branch of manufacture more than two fifths or 
two thirds what it was before. 

1 will state further, a8 illustrating this matter, 
that in the city where I live, one of the cotton 
manufactories there has gone into the woolen 


manufacture, and another has recently sent an | 
agent to England to bring out the proper machin- | 


ery for the manufacture of flax, because ower de- 
sire to go forward with some manufacture, T 


ufactures, and they do not know where they are 
to get a supply of cotton. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on striking out the word * five’’as the duty on 
manufactures. 

Mr. ANTHONY. What is the idea of strik- 


ing out the duty of 5 per cent,? 


Mr. FESSENDEN, With a view to insert 7} | 


or 10. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
proposed is a pretty sweeping one. After the 
consideration the auliject has received, I hope we 
shall not vary the tax. 


Mr. SHERMAN, We have been cousidering | 


the subject ever since the bill has been before us. 

Mr, COLLAMER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered, 

Mr. CLARK. 
stand, is on striking out “ five, 
raising it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER,(Mr, Pomeroy.) 


That is the question. 


with a view to 


The questien being taken by yeas and nays, | 


resulled—yeas 13, nays 16; as follows: 


Y BAS—Messra. Conness, Davis, Doolittle, Grimes, Har- | 
lan, Henderson, Johnson, Powell, Richardson, Sherman, 


Ten Byck, Trumbull, and Wade—13. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Collamer, Cowan, Fes- | 


eenden, Foot, Foster, Harris, Hendricks, Howe, Morgan, 


Pomeroy, Sumner, Van Winkle, Willey, and Wilson—16. | 


ABSENT—Measrs. Brown, Bauckalew, Carlile, Chand 
ler, Dixon, Nate, Harding. Hicks, Moward, Lane of Tn- 
diana, Lane of Kansas, Me Donedtl, Morrill, Nesmith, Ram - 
sey, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sprague, Wilkinson, and Wright 
— Di, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr.SUMNER. I move tu insert on page 144, 


hey | 


have been entirely closed as regards cotton man- | 


I think the amendment | 


The simple question, I under- | 
5 
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after the four hundred and forty-fifth line, the | 
i] 


foliowing: 


On tobacco in the leaf, a duty of 20 cents per pound, | 
which shal! be a lien thereon until the duty has been paid. 


Mr. President, we are looking around in every | 
direction to find an income for ourecountry. We | 
are looking to whisky, and we are looking to 
forty other different things. Now, I present one 
single article, which, if taxed dt to the 
proposition I send to the Chair, will, in all prob- 
ability, bring some fifty millions. It will cer- 
tainly bring that unless 1 have been misinformed, 
I have a letter in my hand from a gentleman who 
resides in a tobacco-growing part of the country, 
in which he calls attention to the importance of 
a tax on tobacco in the leaf as a sourceof revenue 
to the country. His statement is very short and 
explicit, and, in short, it contains the whole case; 
therefore I will read it: ; 


** The suggestion which I am about to make may reach 
you too late te be acted upon, even if it shall strike you 
favorably. Talways hesitate about making any suggestion 
in relation to a matter pending in Congress,and when [ do 
make one itis with diffidence and reluctance. This matter 
of which L am about to speak, though it has been talked 
about in Congress, may not have been brought to your at- 
tention. It has been brought very specially to mine. It 
seems to me not to have received the attention in Con- 
gress which its importance demands. This is a tobacco- 
raising region’?’?— 


That is, where this gentleman lives— 


tobacco is now a leading product here, and it bids fair 
soon to become the chief product. Have you ever thought 
what a revenue might be derived from even a small tax 
from tobacco in the leaf as well as in the hands of the pro- 
ducer? The crop agthe whole country in 1860 was about 
four hundred and Ubirty million pounds; last year the crop 
was two hundred and eighty million pounds; and the cfop 
for the current year is estimated at two hundred and sixty 
million pounds. While it may be supposed that the crop 
will be smaller this year than Jast, here it bids fair to be 
much larger. A tax of 10 cents per pound, which would 
be very light, on two hundred and sixty million pounds 
would yield $26,000,000; a tax of 20 cents per pound, which 
the article would well bear, would yield $52,000,000. Such 
a tax would not reduce the consumption of tobacco mate- 
rially; { doubt whether it would reduce it perceptibly. I 
do not believe it would diminish the export, for [ do not 
see where else the world is to get its tobacco. [ believe 
thatunder such a tax the production would goon inereasing 
as rapidly as it is now increasing throughout the North. 
Tobacco is a Juxury, and therefore one of the most fit sub- 
jects for taxation. Fifty twe millions a year! Can the 
country afford to lose it’ 


Mr. JOHNSON. Where does the writer re- 
side? 

Mr. SUMNER. 
country. 

Mr. HENDERSON and others. 
name. 


Mr. JOHNSON. 


In a tobacco part of the 
Give us the 


What part of the country? 

Mr. SUMNER. In an eastern State. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suppose in Connecticut, 
where they raise a very fine tobacco. 

Mr. SUMNER. | am not quite done, if the 
Senator pleases. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I beg your pardon, I thought 
you were through, 

Mr. SUMNER. The last words of this letter 
are: 


* Fifty-two millions a year! Can the country afford to 
lose it?” 


Mr. President, I have done my duty in present- 
ing this question to the Senate, I believe it ought 
to be considered. It remains to be seen whether 
there are any sufficient objections to this tax. If 
there are, Lam not aware of them. They may 
be developed by discussion, but they have not 
presented themselves to my mind in the inquiry 
which I have been able to give to the question 
since my attontion has been directed to it. 

“You cannot fail to perceive, in the first place, 
the large sum that may in thiseway be touched; 
in the second place, the comparative facility with 
which it may be toached, particularly as com- 
parsed with many other taxes which we now im- 
pose by this bill. Here, in one large lump, by a 
tax on a single article, we may touch a very large 
sum. I believe in applying our taxation to afew 
articles, from which we may get large sums re- 
spectively, we do much better than by distribu- 
ting the taxation over a vast number of articles 
from which respectively we may get compara- 
tively small sums. If I were to make acriticism 
on the bill now under consideration, it would be 
that, discarding the best examples otfjother coun- 
tries, it taxes a large number of artes instead 
of a few leading articles. 1 find that in 1857 in 
England the whole amount of the excise collected 


| 








| on two articles—spirits and malt. 


sone to £17,000,000. I speak in round num- 
ers. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Eighty-five million dollars. 

Mr.SUMNER. Yes, sir. Out of that sey- 
enteen million pounds sterling, which was the 
sum total of the excise tax in 1857, upwards of 
fifteen million pounds sterling came from the tux 
Of course the 
Government were,able to abandon the multitudin- 
ous taxes on other articles, CORePe, if you please, 
on windows, on the light of heaven; and in a 
much easier way, with less odium, to receive a 
larger return fromthe people. I propose that, so 
far as possible, we in our country should imitate 
that authoritative example, that we should be 
taught by it, and that we should apply our taxa- 
tion to a few articles so far as possible, and to 
avoid imposing it upon the large number of arti- 
cles. As an approximation to what seems to me 
the right rule, I move the tax on tobacco in the leaf, 

Mr. JOHNSON. The honorable member cer- 
tainly is rightin bringing the subject before the 

Senate, because it comes recommended to him by 
a gentleman in whom he has confidence, and he 
is still more right if he thinks with the authority 
upon which he speaks. I had supposed before [ 
inquired where the writer of that letter resided 
that he resided in the East, and in the tobacco- 
growing portion of the East, where they make a 
very fine kind of tobacco; a tobacco that is used 
almost exclusively in wrappings for cigars, and 
demands some sixty, seventy, or eighty dollars 
in the hundred. But the larger portion of the 
tobacco-growing region makes a very inferior to- 
bacco. It makes so inferior a tobacco that upon 
an average it does not sell for more than eight or 
ten cents in the pound. 

The honorable member proposes, if I under- 
stand his amendment, to levy, not an ad valorem 
tax upon leaf tobacco, which would cause the leaf 
tobacco of Connecticut and Massachusetts, if 
there is any grown in Massachusetts, and I be- 
lieve there is, to pay a tax upon the acteal value 
of that production; but a specific tax of twenty 
cents upon every pound of leaf tobacco. ‘That 
as applied to Maryland tobacco and Kentucky 
tobacco and Tennessee tobacco would be a tax 
of some six or seven hundred per cent, on the 
value of the article, and as they are unable to sell 
that kind of tobacco abroad, whcre the most of it 
is sold, at a price which will justify the exporta- 
tion of it and the purchase of it by the exporter at 
a larger amount than some eight or ten cents a 
pound, it would prevent the production altogether; 
and the effect of that woygld be that the entire pro- 
duction would be found in the eastern States, or 
at least would be found to consist of that very 
“fine kind of tobacco which can only be produced 
in certain sections and in certain latitudes. 

My friend from Massachusetts says that we 
ought to follow the English practice of taxation; 
that we ought to tax some few articles; that it 
would simplify the system, and would enable us 
to get clear of the necessity of taxing everybody 
and everything which enters into the use of man; 

but he does not propose that now. He has no 
idea of changing this bill, suppose, for the pur- 
pose of modifying it so as to meet that view. He 
does not mean, therefore, to sclest tobacco for 
the purpose of getting clear of the other taxes to 
be found in this bill; but he proposes to tax to- 
bacco some six or seven hundred percent. higher 
than it has ever been taxed before. 1 think my 
ear Could not have misled me, that when it was 
proposed just now to strike out the tax of 5 per 
cent. on manufactures, my frietid voted aguins’ 
that proposition, and he voted against it with the 
knowledge that it was intended to fill up the blank 
which would have existed in the bill if the motion 
to strike out had prevailed, with an increased 
taxation beyond the amount which the committee 
had recommended, to seven or ten per cent, | 
suppose the honorable member would be willing 
to admit—[ am sure if he will for a moment turn 
his mind inwardly and think of the subject he 
woukl admif—that a vast variety of the commod- 
ities which are manufactured in New England 
could béar ataxation exceeding 5:per cent. His 
colleague stated in the course of the day’s ses- 
sion, and he stated it on Saturday, that he thought 
it could even bear an increase of double the 
amount which the committee proposed. 
sees SUMNER. May 1 interrupt the Senator 
there? - 
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Mr.SUMNER. | will say that I voted on that 
question with great hesitation. 

Mr. JOHNSON, Siill you voted. 

Mr.SUMNER. Still voted, certainly. The 
Senater is entirely rightin the statementhe makes. 
] voted with great hesitation. .1 want the tax on 
all articles to be as much as/they will bear. 1 
was not satisfied that manufactures would bear 
an increased tax. ‘There were some reasons that 
led me to believe that they might bear an increase 
perhaps to 7 per cent.; but entertaining a serious 
doubt on the question | voted against the change. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 do not find any fault with 
the Senator. 

Mr.SUMNER. 
the Senate to know precisely what governed me. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Whether the Senator hes- 
itated or not in giving his vote was a matter that 


I understand that; but I wish 
I could not know until he stated it. He voted the 
very moment his name was called, 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 beg the Senator’s pardon; 
what is very unusual with me, I forbore to vote 
when my name was first called. 

Mr. JOHNSON. [did notobservethat. He 
does not forbear to vote usually, and he generally 
speaks out loud enough. : 

Mr. CONNESS. His constituents will be glad 
to hear that he hesitated about his vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON. But the result of the hesita- 
tion rather strengthens what I am about to say. 
He hesitated to vote; and now he says he hesi- 
tated because he doubted whether the manufac- 
turers of the East could bear this jacrease of tax- 
ation. Ifhe will hesitate again over the amendment 
which he now proposes, he will withdraw that 
amendment, because I am sure he will see that all 
leaf tobacco cannot bear this increased tax; and 
that it is just as just to us in Matyland, Tennes- 
see, and IXentucky to be encouraged, or not to have 
the production stricken down in our hands, to be 
encouraged in the production of this tobacco, as 
itis in Massachusetts to have their manufactur- 
ers encouraged in their particular manufacture. I 
put it to him if it is not probable, or, Jo state it 
more strongly and more truly, if it is not abso- 
lutely certain, that the tobacco of the constituents 
whom I in part represent, and those of the con- 
terminous States of Virginia and Kentucky and 
Tennessee, will not be able to bear upon their leaf 
tobacco such a tax as he proposes. 

The honorable member perhaps, like myself, is 
not in the habit of using tobacco, and his thoughts 
may not have been turned that way. Mine have 
not been from choice, but because of the position 
which I hold. Ihave been somewhat instructed 
in relation to this commodity because of the pro- | 
posal to tax it. It was proposed by the Commis- | 
sioner of Internal Revenue, I think, and perhaps 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in his message, 
to tax leaf tobacco 20 cents. It alarmed all our 
tobacco-growing people. It alarmed our tobacco 
merchants in New York, Baltimore, and else- 
where who buy and export the tobacco which we 
make. They all said that it would not bear the 
tax, not because people would not chew the nox- 
ious weed or smokeit, but because with reference 
to that kind of tobacco which we make, they 
could on the Continent make just as much as they 
wanted, although of an inferior kind, yet not so 
far inferior as not to be able to compete with our 
articles, and the result would be that the produc- 
tion in Maryland and in the States to which | 
have adverted would be stricken downin the hands 
of the planters. 

Mr. President, Lam sure that I do not make 
an appeal to the honorable member in vain when 
I say that there ought, at least as we now stand, 
to be some consideration paid to the condition in 
which Maryland, Virginia, Tennessee, and Ken- 
tucky are. The war has rendered almost value- 
less our former industry in all its branches except 
in this one branch. The whole business of the 
country, as far as manufactures and other things 
which are found necessary for the wants of the 
country are concerned, has gone from us. These 
southern States who, false to duty and false to 
honor, have left us, have left us comparatively. | 
withouta market. We have nothing to sell but | 
tobacco, comparatively speaking, and that we sell 
abroad. Now, impose such a tax as the onc sug- | 
gested by the honorable member, and you take. 
away from us that article of wealth or toe ar- 
ative wealth and prosperity. ey | 




































that the amendment proposed by the honorable 
member will not be adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I willstate to the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts that this matter 
has been very carefully and thoroughly studied 
and considered in all its aspects in the Committce 
of Ways and Means, as | was informed from 
uume to time,and they came to the conclusion that 
it would be very unwise inthe present state of 
the country to put this tax on the unmanufac- 
tured article. I hope the time will come when 
we can do it without injuring the business. © If it 
could be done withoutinjury, I really should not 
make any objection to it; but at present I renlly 
believe it would be unwise to do it, and I believe 
the Committee on Finance concurred in that view. 

Mr. SUMNER. If the experts testify accord- 
ing to the Senator from Maryland, then I sce 
clearly that at this moment the tax that I pro- 
pose might not be judicious; but l ask, what is the 
evidence? Of course [do notin any respect doubt 
the statement of the Senator; but do the experts 
say that such a tax as I have proposed is more 
than this article can bear? Do the experts say 
that tobacco with the tax I propose could not find 
a market in Europe? 

Mr. JOHNSON. They do. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave not so understood. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Our tobacco ina great meas- 
ure now is substituted by the German tobacco. 
The sales are falling off very much. If the Sen- 
ator means by experts those dealing in the com- 
modity, all the buyers of the article for exporta- 
tion, without exception, have’ united in saying 
that atax like the one proposed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, which is the one the Senator 
now proposes, would be fatal to production. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam not quite sure that it 
would be fatal to production. Of course my own 
judgment is of no value against the judgment of 
those who, from their position and lives, are fa- 
miliar with the article. I must act according to 
the information that I receive according to my 
inquiries; and taking all these and their results 
into consideration, | must say I am not satisfied 
that tobacco would not bear the tax that | have 
proposed. Butif it would not bear a tax of 20 
cents, then call it 10 cents, which would give us 
something over $20,000,000. 

It seems to me there are two articles in our 
country on which we should make taxation bear, 
and we should shape everything in the future to 
that result: I mean tobacco and whisky. We can 
make those two articles support the Government 
without throwing the burden upon the multita- 
dinous list which is in the present bill. 

Whatever may be the result of the motion I 
have now brought forward, | am glad to have 
had the opportunity of calling the attention of the 
Senate to it, and | hope, if nothing comes of it 
now, that it will not be forgotten hereafter. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 1 donot intend to argue 
this question, or to expend the time of the Senate 
upon it. I will simply say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that if he will investigate the mat- 
ter closely he will find that his correspondent 
owns a very large stock of manufactured tobacco 
at present on hand. 

r. SUMNER. Notatall. 
ina tobacco district. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then he may be inter- 
ested in increasing his fees in that way as collector. 
I can state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that there is not a producer of the article in this 
country who will tell him that any such tax can 
be borne. "Why, sir, when the proposition was 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury to tax to- 
bacco in the leaf, numbers of individuals in my 
State wrote to me to inquire whether it was prob- 
able that such a tax would be levied or not; that 
if so, they would burn theirtobacco. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Sazerman,} I believe received 
similar letters in reference to this article in his 
own State. Itisan article which perhaps is worth 
and is selling at $4, $4 50, and $5. Individuals may 
take up.a wrong notion in regard to such a tax; 
but they have a notion that it would require the 
selling of their farms in order to pay the twenty 
cents a pound on tobacco. It would not only re- 
quire the saleof the tobacco, but it would require 


He is acollector 


to pay"such a tax. 
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exportation. 
Mr. SUMNER. 
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qualities of tobacco. Any man who will suggest 
a tax of this sort is certainly suggesting a propo- 
sition that will rain the growth of the deticle in 
this country. Weare exporting large quantities 
of it now trom this country; but already Euro- 
pean countries have gone into the growth of it, 
We ought to encourage this production here, be- 
cause Ht makes exchange for us in Europe; and, 
as was very properly stated by the Senator from 
Marylund, since we have lost the cotton of the 
South we need something upon which to build 
exchanges, I think, therefore, we ought to en- 
courage the production of the article in this coun- 
try upon that ground if upon no other. 

This correspondent of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts says that a tax ought to be levied on the 
leaf in the hands of the producer, I thought in 
all probability’he had purehused up a large quan- 
tity of leaf tobacco, and wanted to impose a tax 
simply upon the leaf in the hands of the producer, 
not in hisown of course; and Texpect, if the matter 
were inquired into now, it would be found in all 
probability that he isthe owner of a large amount 
of tobacco. I do not doubt it, because no reason- 
able man would make any such proposition. 

Since this question of taxing tobaccd and 
whisky, and other articles, has been before the 
Senate, we have been besieged here by individ- 
vals owning large stocks of those articles, and 
who can make fortunes out of them by a single 
turn of the wheel. Why, sir, a tux of 1 per 
cent. on some of these articles will put large for- 
tunes into the pockets of various parties in this 
country. They have been thronging these lobbies 
ever since we have had this question under dis- 
cussion; they meet you at every corner and every 
turn—men who expect to realize half a million by 
the settlement of this question. Whenever they 
can impose upon a gentleman in regard to these 
things they do it, and my friend from Massachu- 
setts is certainly very much imposed upon when 
he thinks that this article can bear any such tax- 
ation as he now proposes. 

If the Senator is so exceedingly anxious to in- 
crease the revenue as he professes to be, | think 
he ought to have voted for the proposition of the 
Senator from Ohio a momentago to strike out the 
duty of 5 per cent. on manufactures and increase it 
to7 or 10percent. I donotask him to doso,but 
I certainly do ask that he will look with some de- 
gree of allowance upon those gentlemen in Mary- 
land, in Missouri, and in Kentucky and other 
States of the Union that produce something that 
is not produced pethaps in his own State. 

Why, sir, some individuals regard tobacco not 
as a luxury; but as a necessary of life. Coffee is 
not a necessary or alaxuryto me. I do not want 
it atall; but various parties must have it. There 
are various individuals to whom tobacco is almost 
as necessary as bread. Because the Senator from 
Massachusetts does not use the article himseif, he 
ought not to desire to impose these taxes entirely 
upon everybody else or upon other people who do 
use it. Sir, L say this proposition is absurd. 

Mr. POWELL. It is not my purpose to make 
a speech on this subject; but | am sure the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has not informed him- 
self about this tobacco trade, if he thinks he can 
get any revenue by taxing leaf tobacco. Is the 
Senator aware how much tobacco is grown in 
Europe with which we have to come into compe- 
tition ? 

Mr. SUMNER. fF know there isa great deal. 

Mr. POWELL. Why, sir, the American prod- 
uct is not one half what is grown in the world. 
Burope grows some 450,000,000 pounds, while this 
country produces about halfthatamount. In many 
countries of Europe where very little tobacco has 
been grown, Hungary, for instance, where for- 
merly they only grew enough for theif own con- 
sumption, in 1863 grew 88,000 hogsheads of 1,200 
pounds each, while in that year we only exported 
101,000 hogsheads. ‘They are driving us out of 
the market all over Europe; and if you put any 
tax on leaf tobacco you will stop the production 
altogether. Heretofore we have got sometimes 
thirteen millions and sometimes twenty millions 
of money from our exportations of tobacco; but 
if you lay thie tax on tobacco in the leaf, in m 
opinion we will not produce another pound for 


l am content with the ex- 


As stated by the Senator from Maryland, it is || pression of opinion that has taken place, and with 


I hope, therefore, a tax of five or six hundred per cent. on various || the permission of the Senate I will withdraw the 
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amendment. But before 1 do nt | will remark to 
my friend from Missouri that he has entirely mis- 
understood the character of the correspondent 
whose letter Lread. If he knew him he would 








not attribute to him any such idea as he did. The || ber of the Committee of Ways and Means, in 


letter was written in good faith, founded on what 
he saw in his own district under his own eyes, 
It was a sincere, honest suggestion, patriotically 
made for the good of the country. : 

Mr. HENDERSON... Then he did not know 
what be was writing about. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER, The Chair uan- 
derstands the amendment to be withdrawn. 

Mr. CLARK, It is very desirable to, get 
through with this bill to-day, if possible, and I 
therefore move that the Senate take a recess from 
half past four o’elock until seven. 

Mr. POWELL... 1 will suggest chat we meet 
at #!X instead of seven. That will give ue plenty 
of ume to get our dinners. 

Several Sewarors. Say half past six. 

Mr. POWELL. Well, l will say half past 
six, if gentlemen prefer that. 

Mr.FESSENDEN. We cannot very well get 
dinner in that time. 

Mr, ANTHONY. lL hope it will be fixed at 
seven o’clock, I would rather #it here without 
taking a recess; but if we are to go home at all 
we ought to havea little more time than is neces- 
sary to go home and come right back. It takes 
me three quarters of an hour to go home. 

Mr. CLARK. Senators desire the recess to 
last unul seven o’clock, and I do not feel disposed 
to shorten the ime. | can come at any time that 
may be fixed upon. I willadhereto my motion, 
that the Senate take a recess from half past four 
o’clock tll seven. 

The motion was agreed to, 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire to perfect an amend- 
ment that has been adopted to section one hun- 
dred and two, on page 155. 1 propose to strike 
out the proviso to that amendment and to substi- 
tute in lieu of it what b send to the Chair. It 
does not change the provision, but simply per- 
fects it, [tis to strike out the proviso adopted 
in that section and insert the following: 


Provided, ‘That the duty hereby imposed shall not be 
charged upon receipts for the transportation of persons or 
property or materials between the United States and any 
foreign port. 

It is merely a change of phraseology. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. HARRIS, I desire also to amend that 
provision by striking out the words * except ex- 
press companies.’’ The words are inappropriate 
where they are placed, and those companies are 
provided for in the one hundred and third section, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Finance 
have increased the duty on stoves and hollow- 
ware a8 it was imposed in the bill by the House 
of Represeutatives from $3 to $5. L desive a sep- 
arate yole upon that amendment proposed b 
the committee. I have hesitated myself to call 
up-the subject, butmy own judgment is that that 
tax is too high--too hgh in proportion to the 
other duties imposed upon manufactures of iron. 
| therefore ask for a separate vote upon that 
amendment. It is the clause. on page 139, line 
three hundred and twelve: 

On stoves and hollow-ware and castings of iron exceed- 
ing ten pounds in weight for each casting, not otherwise 
provided for, a duty of $5 per ton, 

Mr. ANTHONY. [| hope that the views of 
the Senator from New York will prevail. The 
present duty upon those articles is $1 50 a tone 
‘The House have increased it to $3, and the Sen- 
ale have increased it to $5.. [ think that is too 
much. Allthe raw material that enters into the 
manufacture ef these articles has been increased 
enormously in price, three times at least. Stoves 
are used most largely by the moderate and poorer 
classes of the people. All tenement houses now: 
are built without five-places, and with chimneys 
merely for the stove-pipes. lk think that tax is 
rather too high. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
willbe on concurring in the Senate with the amend- 
ment made in Committee of the Whole. That 
amendment was to strike out “ three” and insert 
** five,”’ 

Mr, FESSENDEN. IL hope the Senate. will 
concur with the committee. in that amendment. 
The amendment was suggested to us by a man 
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could be borne, but if we imposed $5they should 
| 
| 


ware. I recollect very distinctly that he gave as 
reason why this tax should not be raised that 
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of very considerable experience and knowledge. 


|| He said that much more revenue might be de- 


| rived from this source without injury to any- 
L body. I took the pains to consult with a mem- 


| whose judgment I have a great deal of confidence, 
on the subject, and he concurred init. Thefact 
is, they stand on a different footing altogether 
from everything else in the manufacture of iron. 

We had before us a very intelligentgentleman, 
a constituent of my friend from New York, who 
was a large manufacturer of stoves. He objected 
to it, not on the ground thatthe article would not 
bear it, but he said it was a tax higher than on 
apy other mavufacture of iron, and what he ob- 
jected to was the discrimination. | asked him if 
the discrimination would affect the trade in any 
way. He did not say that he should sell a stove 
| less, Or that it would affect the trade in any way. 
I adverted to the fact that the trade was an ex- 
| ceedingly profitable one, extensively carried on; 
that ‘almost ‘everybody¢had stoves; and that it 
did not come in competition with any manufac- 
ture of iron whatever. He admitted that to: be 
sh, His only argument was not a matter respect- 
ing his interest, but as arising from the ‘appear- 
ance of the thing; that they were taxed higher 
in proporuon than other manufactures of tron. 
He failed utterly, being a very frank man and 
answering truly about it, to give any satisfactory 
reasons to the committee, except that it wasa 
discrimination. He did not contend that the dis- 
crimination would be in any way injurious to 
the trade, but he did not, like the looks of -it, I 
suggested to him that we could not very well 
spare the money on that account, if we could get 
it. He said that the previous tax had not been 
adequate. He admitted that the trade was very 
profitable. He said that if we imposed a tax of 
$3 as it stood in the House bill he thought that 





be obliged to add something to the price of the 
stoves. k concluded that the small amount that 
would be added by an additional tax of $2 ona 
ton of iron used in the manufacture of stoves 
would not amount to any more than the pur- 
chaser of a stove could well bear. 

That is the question, and the whole question, 
as it stands. e looked at it with care and a 
disposition to do what was right about it. We 
had that gentleman before us. He appeared to 
be frank and upright and manly, and perhaps it 
was for the very reason that he was frank. and 
manly about it that he entirely fuiled to satisfy us 
on the subject. Lthink it had better stand as it is. 

Mr. COWAN. [donot think my honorable 
friend quite does justice to the gentleman who was 
before us on the subject of stoves and hollow- 


it would lessen the consumption; that the people 
who had astove with a broken door or a cracked 
plate would struggle along with it for a long time 
rather than pay an increased price for the article; 
that they would get it mended rather than buy a 
new one. Thatis, perhaps, the only argument 
thatean be adduced against the imposition of this 
additional tax other than that suggested by the 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island; and that 
is, that it is more than is placed upon any other 
article of the same kindand nature. I mightadd, 
too, that it goes further than to the stove of the 
poor man. It goes not only to hie fireside, his 
fireplace, but it goes to the pot and to the skillet 
in which his dinner is cooked, and to the pan in 
which his beefsteak is fried. It covérs all the 
class of hollow-ware, which is especially, the ne~ 
cessity and the property of the poor. 

1 know of no reason why itshould be taxed $5 
aton when other articles of the same material are 
only taxed $3. 1 hope the Senate will reduce it. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 

and decided that the amendment wasconcurred in. 

‘Mr. HARRIS. If it be not too late I will call 
for a division on that question, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest that it israther 
too late to call foradivision. The result was de- 
clared deliberately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
put the question again if a division is demanded. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 wish to have another vote on 
the question. " 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We will fix it in the com- 
mittee of conference, 
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June 6, 

Mr. HARRIS.’ I am afraid you will have too 
many things to fix there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is On concurring in the’ amendment sible as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in, there being, 
on a division—ayes 16, noes 9. 

Mr. ANTHONY. On page 168, line sixteen, 
there is a little grammatical error. It now reads, 
“duplicate to the assistant assessors of the respect- 
ive districts.” It should read, * duplicate to the 
assistant assessor of the district.”’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | think that is right. 

‘Mr. ANTHONY. That is my amendment, 
and the only one I expect to get in this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. [| have two orthree amendments 
to offer, and I suppose the Senate might as well 
dispatch one of them now as to wait until after 
the recess. 1 move to insert the following as a 
new section: 


ind be it further enacted, That the judge of each United 
States district court shall appoint a commission to inquire 
and report the nature, amount, and value of any property 
belonging in whole or ‘in part to any loyal person that may 
have been appropriated or destroyed for the public service 
by any military or naval officer,or any other persoh, under 
the authority of the United States; and also the nature, 
amount,and description of any property belonging in whole 
or in part to any loyal person that may have been hetd, oc- 
cupiéed, or used for the public service by any military or 
naval officer, or any other person, under the authority of 
the. United States, aud how imueh the use or occupation of 
such property may have been worth; and also whether 
any property so becupied or used was thereby damaged, 
and the amoutit of such damage. And the commission 
aforesaid shall report to the said judge as well in vacation 
as in term, time, who shall thereupon confirm said report, 
or remand it for further proceedings; and when the report 
shall be confirmed by said judge, it shall be final and con- 
clusive between the United States and the owner or own- 
ers of said property. And in all cases where the report 
shows any amonut to be coming to any loyal owner or 
owners of any property, upon the presentation of an offi- 
cial copy thereof, with a copy of the order of the judge 
confirming it, to the Treasurer of the United States, at the 
Treasury Department, the amount reported in favor of the 
loyal owner or owners of such property shalt be paid out 
of uny mony in the Treasury collected and paid under this 
act not otherwise appropriated. 


I do not propose to debate the amendment. I 
simply ask for a vote upon it. 

The amendinent was rejected. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 will offer another amendment 
of the same character, except that it is restricted 
to the State of Kentucky instead of being general 
for the United States. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest-to the Senator, 
who is a constitutional lawyer, that all laws for 
taxes must be uniform throughout the United 
States, and I suppose this amendment proposes 
to lay a tax on Kentucky. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. DAVIS. You will better understand the 
uniformity of it when you have heard it read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
to insert the following as a new section: 


And beit further enacted, That the judge of the United 
States district court of Kentucky shall appoint a commission 
to inquire and report the nature, amouut, and value. of any 
property belonging, in whole or in part, to any loyal person 
that may have heen, or that may be, appropriated or de- 
stroyed for the public service by any military or naval offi- 
cer, or any Other person under thé authority of the United 
States in the State of Kentucky, and also the nature, de- 
scription, and quantity of any property belonging in whole 
or in part to any loyal person or persons within the State 
of Kentucky that may have been, or that shall be, held, 
acquired, or used for the public service by any military or 
navah officer, or otber person under the authority of the 
United States, and bow much the use or oecupation of such 
property may have been worth, and also whether such 
property so occupied or used was thereby damaged, and 
the amouut of any such damage. And the said eommis- 
sion svali report to the judge aforesaid as well in vacation 
as term time, who shall thereupon confirm said report or 
remand it for further proceedings; but when the report 
shall be confirmed by said judge it shall be final and con- 
clusive between the United States and the owuer or owners 
of said property. And inal! cases where said report shows 
any amouut to be in favor of any loyal owner or owners of 
any property, upon the presentation of an official copy 
thereof, with a copy of tire order of the judge confirming 
it, to the Treasurer of the United States at the Treasury 
Denaspenia ine amount reported in favor of the loyal owner 
or owners of such p rty shall be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury, equal to the amount collected and paid in 
the State of Kentucky under this act, except so far as the 
same may have been applied to the payment of the claims 
of the people in that State and herein provided for, 


The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. DAVIS. I will offer another amendment, 
to insert the following as a new section: 


And be if further enacted» That no money saised under 
Unis act Lever be*applied to pay or subsist any armed 
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negroes in the serviee of the United States for any period 
of time after it goes into operation and effect. 

Mr. President, I will read some facts in sup- 
port of this amendmeat. I can as well present 
them before the recess as afterwards, as they 
will not occupy much time. I submit, of course, 
to the pleasure of the Senate in that regard. 

Mr. HOWARD. I am very anxious to hear 
the Senator from Kentucky on this very import 
ant subject. Itis new; it is a very novel ques- 
tion; and I shall be extremely happy to have him 
exhaust himself upon it. [Laughter 

Mr. DAVIS. I shall be very happy to enlighten 
my honorable friend. | have no, doubt he needs 
light on this and many other. subjects. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HOWARD. Undoubtedly. I feel the im- 
pression of. the darkness that is upon my under- 
standing, and I desire him to. dispel it if he can, 

Mr. DAVIS... Well, 1 will endeavor, to. do it. 

Mr. GRIMES. I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator to the fact that his amendment does 
not include mulattoes. It only speaks of negroes,, 
CLaughtes-d. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER, It becomes 
the duty of the Chair to announce that, by order 
of the Senate, the Senate will at this hour take a 
recess until seven o’clock. 





EVENING SESSION, 
The Senate reassembled at seven o’clock p. m. 


INTERNAL REVENUE, 


| 
| 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the | 
bill (H. R. No. 405) to provide internal revenue | 
to support the Government, to pay interest on the | 
public debt, and for other purposes; the pending | 
wots being on the amendment offered by Mr. | 
AVIS. 
Mr. DAVIS. 
reported, 
The Secretary read the amendment, which was | 
to insert, as a new section— 


And beat further enacted, That no money raised under 
this act shall ever be applied to pay or subsisc any armed 
negroes in the service of the United States for any period 
of time after it goes into operation and effect. 


Mr. DAVIS. The Senate is very thin, but I 
suppose that | have quite as large an amount of 
intelligence and a litte more of attention and de- 
corum than I should have if it were fuller, so that 
1 prefer to go on at the present time. 

I propose the amendment, Mr. President, as‘an 
economical measure, not only as a measute of 
right and justice to the owners of this class of 
property, but as one favoring the economical war | 
administration of the Government; and in sup- 
port of this position it is more my purpdse to 
read some facts bearing upon the question rather | 
than to make any remarks myself in support of it. 
I will read first from a correspondent of the Spring- 
field (Massachusetts) Journal, writing from Port 
Hudson, Louisiana, on the 15th ultimo. I pre- | 
sume that that correspondent wasa black Repub- 
lican, as he was writing to a black Republican 
editor of a black Republican newspaper, and con- 
sequently that what he says in relation to the sub- 
ject of slaves in that locality may be received by 
his political friends in this body as true, and is en- 
titled to all the consideration which the truths that 
he relates may merit at the hands of the Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY. I-would inquire whether 
the black Republicans are the class of armed 
negroes that you refer to in the amendment as 
not being entitled to compensation. The amend- 
ment speaks of armed negroes. My inquiry is 
whether they are black Republicans. 

Mr. DAVIS... If the Senator will havea little 
patience he willsoon discover the bearing of the’ 
facts which I am about to read, and ‘he will con- 
cede that they are entirely pertinent to the occa- 
sion for this reason, they prove conclusively that 
the negro soldier is far inferior to the white; that 
he is much more wasteful of the Army supplies 
that are furnished to him, and that he renders 
less service and is much more expensive to the 
Government that employs him; and suppose in 
these views the facts that this writer relates are 
altogether pertinent, and go to sustain the pro- 
priety of adoption of the amendment, 

“ Tue Cores pv’ Arrique.?’— 


I suppose that.isa sort of classical French. Jam 
no French seholar— 


‘*'This body of troops, organized and equipped by order of | 
General Banks, and intended to snttade abeas oaeon thow- { 


I ask that the amendment be | 
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sand men, having their headquarters at this post, las re- 
cently been subjected to several important changes. When 
the order of organization was promulgated, it contemplated 
the formation of eighteen regiments of five hundred men, 
with the same number of officers as in the regiments of one 
thousand.’? 


There is one item of added expense for this de- 
seription of soldiers. They are half regiments 
fully officered, and would consequently in that 
respect be twice as expensive as white soldiers. 

* There were already three full regiments organized sev- 


eral months previous as * Louisiana Native Guards,’ and 
General Uliman’”’— 


I believe he is the man who was known as the 
Hindoo candidate for the Presidency a few years 
ago— 

“General, Ullman had already commenced recruiting for 
the five regiments known subsequently as Ujlman’s brigade. 
These eight regiments were made the nucleus of the new 
corps, ‘and during the surnmer and autamn of 1863, through 
the channels opened by the progress of the campnign, there 
were men enough enlisted toswell the numberof regiments 
to about twenty-five, and General George iL. Andrews was 
laced in command of the corps. But, unfortunately, it was 
found that the physical qualifications of the negroes. were 
not equal to the hardships of drili and fatigue duty, many 
ot them having iu them the seeds.of old and. surely inital 
diseases brought ou by the vicioushabits of plantation life, 
and matiy others being as yet young and immature in.body 
and marked by hereditary taints. {t is surprising to’ one 
unacquainted with the subject, to contemptate the terrible 
rate of mortality and to Jearn how many have lung and 
heart diseases, or are broken down by rheumatic affections 
over-work, nnd ill usage. Thousauds died, were discharged 
for disability, or deserted.* The regiments dwindted down 
from five hundred to two bundred or three hundred ; re- 
cruiting was stopped by an order from General Banks which 
contemplated the retention of as many able-bodied blacks 
as possible on the Government plantations ; officérs began 
to'grow diseduraged ; resignations beeame the order of the 
day; disappointment on the pay question demornlized the 
men. All these causes combined to have an unfavorable 
effect on the corps. 
| When the campaign commeticed this season, four regt- 
| ments were ordered to the field. To fill them up te six 
| hundred each it was necessary to transfer men from three 
to four other regiments, leaving to each company in the 
latter only its officers and ten inen. Then came the action 
of the War Department, changing the regimental ntimbers 
and designations to United States infantry, artillery, &e., 
and requiring a maximum of one thousand. Very little re- 
tnains of the original corps, save in the regretful reeollec- 
tions of its past officers, and the formidable fortifications 
its men have erected here since the surrender of Port 
Hudson. General Andrews has gone North on leavesGen- 
eral Uliman succeeding to the command, and a full.and 
careful inspection of all the works and forces here last week 
by General T. W. Sherman, who fost a leg in the siege of 
Port Hudson, has given rise to a rumor of a further change 
| of commanders. 

** What «he future of the corps will be depends now 
upon the question of expediency: will the possible inter- 
ests Or necessities of our standing army warrant the enor- 
mous expénse of organizing and drifting coloted toops and 
bringing thenrup to the standard of white troops? As the 
resources of the South, agticulturally, are called out, the 
demand for labor of acclimated blacks will increase ; if the 
available number is diminished by the requirements of a 
large army, there will be an increased opposition to main- 
taining black regiments. The question is of immediate und 
great importance. ‘To fill up the black regiments in this 
department alone would require twenty thousand new re- 
cruits, and the relative mortality of white and black troops 
seems to indicate tint it would be better to let the present 
black Organizations dic out and supply their places, if the 
necessity continues, from the army of foreigners now seek- 
ing Our shores. Besides this reason there is another-en- 
tering into the consideration of the subject; namety, the 
great cost of maintnining colored troops. ‘They are, unde- 
niably, idle, lazy, unproductive, and wasteful. ‘I'he toss 
| by wear and tear, such as the expense of keeping up their 
uniforms and equipments, of camp.and garrison equipage, 
and all kinds ot military Stores aid property, promises to 
exceed very greutly the corresponding expenditure for white 
| trodps, and it is scareely a matter for doubt that their ser- 
viees are far less valuable, both in quality and quantity, to 
the Government. “The subject is one which commends 
itself very foreibly to all who have an interest in the future 
| character and condition of our national troops.”’ 


I presume thatthe honorable Senator from Kan- 
sasis entirely satisfied of the relevancy of the facts 
here detailed in connection with the subject of con- 
tinaing the negro soldiers in the service, and par- 
ticulurly of wdding to that class of soldiery, If it 
was'not for fanaticism and partisan and political 
purposes individually and party, this inefficient, 
inferior, and expensive force “never would have 
been éntisted. If the same considerations did not 
nowimpel to their continuance and augmenta- 
tion ja sound political economy in'the adminis- 
tration of the finances of the Government in the 
mutter'of war, and the greatest efficiency of the 
Army according to the number of men enrolled 
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efficiency in the Army, but of humanity to the 
black troops'themselves, and to the’ white troops 
also, that ought to have forbidden the policy of 
making the negro slave either an object of, or a 
foree in, carrying on this war. 

Thad a friend from the town of Mount Sterling 
in the State of Kentucky, Captain Samuel Me- 
Kee, who raised a company about eighteen 
months ago and joined the service. There was 
not and is notnow any more true and trustworthy 
Union man in all this broad land than he; and he 
is yeta friend and a sustainer of this Administra- 
tion, notwithstanding the effect which its peculiar 
measures have had upon the institutions and the 
industrial interests of his State. He was captured 
by the rebels more than a year since and con- 
fined in Libby prison. He passed through here 
on his exchange some three or four weeks baek. 
He had beet tn Libby prison thirteen months 
He informed me tliat the aggregate number of 
Union prisoners that‘had been carried to Libby 
prison and to Belle Isle daring his captivity was 
about eighteen thousand; that the prisoners in 
Libby were provided for about as well as the reb- 
els had thé means, and were sheltered; that ot 
the island they were furnished with as much food 
and ofas' various classes as they had it to bestow ; 
but there weré no’ huts to protect them against 
winter; there were no hospitals; ‘the tents: were 
much worn, and very insufficient for the protection 
of the prisoners, The consequence was that there 
was the most frightful imortalitiy amongthem, He 
said that he had no dowbt that fully six thousand 
of those éighteen thousand prisoners had per- 
ished from exposure, short allowance of rations 
and food, and consequent disease. He told me 
of the fraction of a Kentucky mounted regiment, 
when it was captured, numbering eighty-seven, 
of which every man had died there but three. He 
informed me of the fragment of a Missouri regi- 
ment of two hundred and forty odd men, which, 
with this Kentucky fragment, were prisoners 
upon Belle Isle, and of thatnumber he said there 
were remaining, when he left Richmond, onl 
abouteightysurvivors, and all the others had died. 

Mr. President, this friend whom have known 
from his infancy, whose father and Whose grand- 
father I knew and were my neighbors and friends, 
had been a prisoner there for more than a long 
weary year, and the aggregate of those prison- 
ers had been confined there from a period dating 
before the commencement of winter. The long 
imprisonment and the frightful mortality of those 
white prisoners was one of the baleful effects 
of the enlistment of negro soldiers. Tt has been 
said and published hundreds of times that the 
confederate authorities refused to exchange for 
negroes, ot for officers commanding negro sol- 
diers. But I have repeatedly seen published in 
our public prints what purported to be extracts 
from theirs, which represented that when negroes 
who had previously been slaves were captured by 
them they were returned to their masters into 
a state of slavery, but they had always been will- 
ing and had offered to exchange negro prisoners 
who were free before their enlistment, and their 
officers just as white prisoners. I suppose thet 
this statement of the case is true. 

But, sir,in support ofa resolution which 1 offered 
on this matter early in the session f assumed this 
position: that humanity, policy, and sheer justice 


/ to the Union white prisoners who were in the 


init, would, in my judgment, immediately bring | 


the Senate to the adoption ‘of the proposition 
| which I have presented in the amendment. 
| IT will say, alsoy that in other points of vie® it 
| was eminently improper to have employed this 
| kind c@soldiers. There were great and sufficient 


| reasons not onby connected with economy and 


| 





hands of the rebels required that where they could 
be exchanged they ought to be then and there and 
at once exchanged, without any regard to negro 
troops or their officers, or ifthe rebels did refuse 
to exchange them, that because the rebels decided 
not to exchange a certain class of captives, it was 
no just ground and ought not to have been as- 


sumed by our Government asa reason or an ob- . 


stacle to the exchange of such of our white troops 
as they were willing to exchange. This friend 
of mine ventured to me this opinion, that if that 
vast number of ptisorers who had perished there 
by exposure and want and disease had been 
speedily and in good time exchanged, the vast 
majority of them would prabably not have oe 
ished, but would now have been living. They 
might have returned to their homes as exchanged 
prisoners, and have rejoined the service, those of 
them whose terms had notexpired, instead of dy- 
ing in a prison without any of the attentions and 
aides of family, of mothers, of sistersgand of 
wives. The policy of not delivering them from 
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imprisonment, want, wasting disease, and a pre- 
mature death, though the confederates refused to 
exchange all negro prisoners and their officers, es- 
tablished Ly Liucola and Stanton, was not only 
cruel but it was murderous. It wastheir high duty 
to make every effort for the safety of the negro 
prisoners and their white officers, but.the deten- 
lion a8 prisoners,or even the execution of one or 
two hundred, or any number of them, by the 
rebels, in no degree mitigates the conductiof our 
authorities in permitting eight thousand of our 
white troops, who might have been exchanged, 
to perish insuch horriblecaptivity. Their suffer- 
ings and death in no degree mitigated the captivity 
or death of the negro soldiers and their officers, 

If the negro had not had arms placed in his 
hands, this deplorable history would never have 
been made. 

I will name another case to illustrate the mis- 
taken policy of incorporating into our armies ne- 
gro soldiers. We read that General Wild com- 
manded some negro forces down in the front of 
Richmond. He had a conflict with the enemy. 
Some of his troops were captured by the rebels, 
and his corps captured some of them. It has 
been published, and | have heard it stated in con- 
versation, that General Butler, commanding that 
department, heard that the negro troops captured 
from General Wild’s corps had been put to death 
by the rebels. immediately he sent forward and 
reclaimed the rebel captives, whom he had ordered 
to some position up the river or North, I do not 
recollect where, witha view, if he ascertained that 
any of those negro troops had been put to death, 
to apply the bloody and ferocious law of retalia- 
tion to the rebel captives. 

Sir, is this war to degenerate into a war of re- 
taliation, of no quarter and general carnage? If 
that is to be the savage and ferocious principle— 
exploded ages and generations ago from all mod- 
ern and civilized warfare—how shall it be applied, 
and to what extent? I admit the obligation im- 
posed both by policy and humanity upon the 
General Government to protectall of its soldiery 
so far as itcan do it without committing horrible 
outrage upon humanity. If the rebel troops put 
negro prisoners to death, and they who do the 
foul deed could be captured and identified, al- 
though I, with every man of common humanity, 
would feel shocked atthe application of that atro- 
cious law, | would not enter at leastany open pro- 
test against their execution, but at the same time 
I would feel that it would outrage all humanity, 
that it would violate and shock the universal sen- 
timent of Christendom; and if that principle of 
warfare is introduced into this contest and spreads, 
it will inevitably call the nations of the Christian 
and civilized world to interpose in the cause and 
for the protection of universal humanity. 

But, sir, if those who murder the prisoners 
cannot be identified and the foul cruelty and crime 
fixed upon them, would our authorities put to 
death innocent men? Butler, I suppose, would; 
but I do not believe that the President of the 
United States could be brought to assent to it. 
Stanton might, Butler would, | have no doubt, if 
allowed, bring up and array in line men who were 
innocent of the crime, and because they belonged 
to the army that perpetrated that foul and bloody 
crime would himself have these innocent men 
bouad, blindfolded, and put to death by the guns 
of a file of soldiery of equal or double their num- 
bers. I maintain that such an act would bea cruel 
and a bloody and a most outrageous murder, 
The returned rebel prisoners could not be guilty, 
because the crime was committed after they had 
been captured, Sir, the soldiers in neither army 
are free agents. They are subject to the willand 
command, at the eal ot life, of those who con- 
mand them. It may be possible that sone man 
whe is a brute and a monster among the rebel 
soldiers—I do not know whether it is true or not 
—would, in cold blood, order the murder of these 
negro prisoners. If you can get the man who or- 
dered the deed to be done, or those who volun- 
tarily took part in it, they are the proper subjects 
for retributive, stern, and, if you please, bloody 
justice. But an unwilling instrument, a mere 
machine, agreater slave than the negro ever was— 
because every soldier is a greater slave, be he 
black or white, to his commander and to the mil- 
itary authorities under which he is placed than 
any man can be in any other condition—the man 
who is thus forced by the rigor of the universal 


| pecially in regard to men who had no part in the 


rule of military law to execute the order of his 
superior, or himself to be executed and his life to 
be taken for disobedience to orders or mutiny, 
should not be held responsible. This.is true es- | 


horrible transaction and were not present when 
it was enacted, whose souls revolt at such a deed 
as much as yours or anybody’s; because they 
happened to belong to the same army, that they 
should be deliberately brought up and marshaled 
in a line of death, and a brute, clothed with a Jit- 
tle brief authority, should undertake to immolate 
them, to murder them simply because they be- 
longed to the same cause, is an act among the most 
atrocious that can be conceived. 

Now, sir, the employment of this most ex- 
pensive and inefficient soldiery has brought our 
country and our Government into that cruel di- 
lemma. There is another point of view in which 
I object to the enlistment of the negro—its cruelty 
to him. The system has been pretty much from 
the start, and before any authority of law, for 
certain regiments and corps to receive all this pop- 
ulation that would flock to their camps. I saw 
it done before the President was authorized by 
the first act upon the subject to organize negroes 
for the service of the United States. I saw on 
one occasion, in my native town, sixty or seventy 
negro men inveigled into the camp ofa regiment, 
and move off with it in its march toward Tennes- 
see. I knew many of the owners of those negrves, 
and the most of them were true, loyal, Union 
men. They sought the commander, a Colonel 
Adkins, of the State of Lilinois, and asked per- 
mission to go in his camp and to take their slaves 
home. He denied them that right. They com- 
menced proceedings in our civil courts against 
him, and went with the officers of the law, bear- 
ing the process of a sovereign State in their hands, 
and sought to have this process executed upon 
the colonel, and to replevy the slaves from him. 
3oth were denied them, and | saw soldiers, by 
the command of his subordinate officers, present 
their bayonets and force the officer of the law 
from the ranks in the execution of this process. 

Sir, there were many officers and soldiers from 
the northern and northwestern States in Kentucky 
who demeaned themselves in the most proper 
and exemplary manner; regiments from Indi- 
ana, Ohio, and other States. There was a Col- 
onel Pierce, of the veteran twenty-ninth Massa- 
chusetts. He commanded the post in my town 
six or seven months. He was a soldier and a | 
gentleman, He knew his own duties and pow- 
ers, and he respected the authority of Kentucky 
and the rights of her loyal people. So of another 
Massachusetts colonel and his regiment that were 
stationed for a considerable time in Mt. Sterling. 
Our people regretted when these pattie soldiers 
and true gentlemen left, and cherish for them 
pleasant and grateful recollections. ‘I'his state- 
ment applies also to Colonels Harris, Sill, Van- 
dever, Norton, and Fyfe, of Ohio, and Curtin, 
of Pennsylvania, and their nable commands, and 
many others that I could name, and particularly 
from Indiana. 

But, sir, the number of negroes that have per- 
ished prematurely by exposure, by want, by 
starvation, disease, and pestilence, from being se- 
duced to go to the armies and the camps of the 
United States soldiers cannot be numbered with 
any proximate certainty; butit is great, fearfully 
great. I have no doubt that the premature deaths 
resulting from these causes, among the whole 
mass of negro population in all the localities 
where the armies of the United States have held 
post, and have moved, would number from one 
to two hundred thousand, judging from the sta- 
tistics | have seen of particular localities. The 
privations, the suffering, the disease, that they 
never would otherwise have been subjected to, 
and the premature mortality resulting to these 
unfortunate people by being thus connected with 
the armies of the United States, in its mass is in- 
caleulably greater than would have befallen them | 
in centuries of slavery asi: exists in the southern. | 
States. 

Why, sir, about Vicksburg and Port Hudson, 
and down about Berwick bay, large numbers of 
old men and women and children were literally | 





stated to death, died in the woods or on the | 
river side or the beach from exposure, want, 
and disease, without auy attention whatever, A | 
gentleman from the locality of Berwick bay in- 
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formed me that many women who ‘passed with 
General Banks when he retreated at one time 
across Berwick ‘bay threw their children with 
perfect callousness into the bay to perish; and 
that around all those localities there had been 
such mortality among this then nomadic and 
neglected population, going out in secret places, 
in bushes, in'covers formed under the banks of 
the river, wherever they could find a shelter from 
the sun, and falling down and unable to proceed 
further, lay thickly over the whole locality, and, 
dying, the &mosphere had become most offens- 
ive from the effluvia of their decaying bodies. 
Now, sir, | think that this mistaken and deplor- 
able policy ought to be reversed. 1 think that 
the Government ought to retrace its steps in rela- 
tion to the enlistment of negroes as soldiers. They 
never have and they never will prove themselves 
when they are brought into conflict with the white 
man anything like aseffective. If the white man 
could not have been had in sufficient numbers to 
have filled up our armies for the prosecution of 
this war, and there was no other resort, there 
might have been some plea, some pretext for re- 
sorting to the negro. ‘You give him now the same 
pay, &c., that you do the white man; and that 
18 so large, so much greater in our service to that 
of any other Government in the world, that while 
so much inducement is offered to the white men 
there can always be obtained enough of soldiers 
of that superiur race. They are more efficient, 
they are less wasteful of all the supplies of a sol- 
dier, they are more economical in every sense of 


“the word. 


The employment of negroes as teamsters or 
laborers would not shock or violate the rights of 
any portion of the community justly. In that 
sort of employment they would be useful, valua- 
ble. I suppose there are as many white men now 
performing these more menial and less soldierly 
offices as there are negroes in the service; and if 
the negroes, instead of being dressed up in uni- 
form and armed with musketand sword and straps 
upon their shoulders, had been put to thé offices 
of labor, it would have relieved as many white 
men from the performance of those menial offices, 
and would have placed them in the ranks where 
they would have been much more effective as a 
soldiery than the negroes who would have been 
thereby displaced. 

I have no hope, Mr. President, of reaching the 
understanding or producing conviction with any 
man who is not already satisfied on this subject; 
but I think it due to the occasion, due to myself, 
due to my people, due to my country and to its 
Government, to present to the Senate these or any 
other pertinent facts touching upon this problem 
of making a soldier of the negro. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, it is my pur- 
pose to occupy but for a moment the time of 
the Senate at this hour by replying to the remarks 
made in support of this proposiuon. We have 
in our employment seventy thousand colored sol- 
diers. We have fifty or sixty thousand colored 
men in other employments connected with the 
Army; and the Secretary of War said to me the 
other day that he wished he ceuld get forty thou- 
sand more as laborers. He would take all he could 
get,and we need thousands more than we can ob- 
tain. Prom Cairo to New Orleans, the Mississippi 
at nearly every point is guarded by colored sol- 
diers. The localities are unhealthy. These sol- 
diers have been forced to work night and day to 
throw up fortifications and do the drudgery ot the 
Army. They have suffered, toiled, labored as no 
troops in the service have (toiled and labored. We 
have Jost unquestionably a great many of them on 
the Mississippi, as we have on the Atlantic coast, 
for wherever there is a colored regiment, and there 
is drudgery to-do, the drudgery is put upon them. 

But, sir, I rose to send to the Chair a letter sent 
to me a few daysago by Adjutant General Thom- 
as, who knows ail about this question. He has 
beenengaged for monthsin raising colored troops, 
in observing their conduct and their action, and 
he is about going to Kentucky to raise several 
colored regiments in that State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

War Derarrment, Ansvranr Cenera’s Orrice, 
Wasuineton, May 30, 1864. 


Dear S18: On several occasions when on the Mississippl 
river £ contemplated writing to you respecting the colored 
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soldiers their pay should be raised to that of white troops, 
and | desire now to give my testimony in their behalf. You 
are aware that J have been eugaged in {he organization vt 


troops, and to suggest that as they have been fully testedas | 
freedmen (or over a year, and bave necessarily been thrown | 


| 


in constant contact with them. 

The negro ina state of slavery is brought up by the mas- 
ter froin carly childhood to strict obedience, and to obey 
implicitly the dictates of the white man, and they are thus 
led to believe that they are an inferior race. Now, when 
organized into troops they carry this habit of ebedience 
with them; and their officers being eutirely white men, the 
negro promptly obeys his orders. Aeregiment is thus rap- 
idly brought into astate of disciplifw®. They are a religious 
people, another high quality for making good soldiers. 
They are a musical people, and thas readily learn to match 
and accurately perform their maneuvers. They take pride 
in being elevated as soldiers, and keep themselves neat and 
clean, as well as their camp grounds. This | know fiom 
personal inspection and fromm the reports of my special in- 
spectors, two of my staff being constantly on inspecting 
duty. 

They have proved a most importantaddition to our forces, 
enabling the generals in active operations to take a large 
force of white troops into the field; and now brigades of 
blacks are placed with the whites. ‘The forts erected at 
the important points en the river are nearly all garrisoned 
by blacks—artillery regiments raised for the purpose—say 
at Padueah and Columbus, Kentucky; Mempwis, Tennes- 
see; Vicksburg and Natchez, Mississippi; and most of the 
works around New Orleans. Experience proves that they 
manage heavy guus very well. Their fighting qualities 
have also been fally testsd a number of times,and.t amyet 
to hear of the first case where they did not fully stand up 
to their work. IL passed over the ground where the first 
Louisiana made the gallant charge at Port Hudson, by far 
the stronger part of the rebel works. ‘The wonder is that 
so many made theireseape. At Milliken’s Bend, where 1 
had three incomplete regiments, one without arms until the 
day previous to the attack, greatly superior numbers oi 
rebels charged furiously up to the very breastworks. ‘The 
negroes met the enemy on the ramparts, and both sides 
freely used the bayonet, amost rare occurrence in warfare, 
as one or other party gives way before coming in contact 
with the steel. The rebels were defeated with heavy loss, 
The bridge at Moscow, on the line of railroad from Mem- 
phis to Corinth, was defended by one small regiment of 
blacks. A cavalry attack of three times their number was 
made, the blacks defeating them in the three charges made 
by the rebels. ‘They fought them hours, until our cavalry 
came up, when the defeat was made complete, many ef the 
rebel dead being left on the field. A cavalry turce of one 
hundred and fifty attacked three hundred rebel cavalry near 
the Big Black with signal success, a number of prisoners 
being taken and marched to Vicksburg. Forrest attacked 
Paducah with seven thousand five hundred. The garrison 
was between five and six hundred; nearly four hundred 
were colored troops very recently raised. What troops 
could have done better? So, too, they fought well at Fort 
Pillow until overpowered by greatly superior numbers. 

The above enumerated cases seem to me sufficient to 
demonstrate the value of the colored troops. I make no 
mention of the cases on the Atlantic coast with which you 
are perfectly familiar. 

{ have the honor to be, very respectfuily, your obedient 


servant, L. THOMAS, 
Adjutant General. 














Hon. H. Witsonx. 


Mr. WILSON. This is the testimony of Ad- 
jutant General Thomas, who well Lndeouande 
the subject upon which he speaks. He has two 
members of his staff constantly inspecting the 
posts on the Mississippi, and nearly all these 
posts are defended by colored troops. On the 
Atlantic coast, from Virginia to Florida, in every 
battle in which the colored troops have been en- 
gaged, roe have extorted the admiration and 
commanded the approval of the officers under 
whose cye they have fought. Fitzhugh Lee 
hurled his chivalry the other day upon General 
Wild’s black brigade, and the chivalry were shiv- 
ered. Everywhere they have fought well and 
fought bravely; and everywhere they have been 
called -upon to use the shovel, to throw up fortifi- 
cations, do the drudgery, and they have by uni- 
versal consent, by the admissions of officers under 
whom they have fought, excelled the white sol- 
diers in the amount of labor they have performed 
for the country, 

These are the facts. We want troops. We 
ought to have two hundred thousand men to-day 
morethan we have. Everybody would reverently. 
thank God if we had fifty thousand men to send 
to General Grant now. Here we have a propo- 
silion not to use any of the money we propose to 
raise or to pay the one hundred and twenty thou- 
sand colored men we have in the service of the 
Government who are doing their whole duty with 
unfaltering fidelity to the country. Canany loyal 
statesman say ay to such a proposition? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, | have but 
a word to say. {f L understand the amendment, 
it prohibits the oon of any part of the 
money that may the produce of this bill to- 
ward the Pxatt of the African troops. 

Mr. DAVIS. If armed, 


Mr. JOHNSON. I do not know the number. 
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The chairman of the Military Committee says 
there are over one hundred thousand of these men 


now in arms aslunderstand him, Dees the Sen- | 
ator from Kentucky propose that they are not to | 


be paid for past services? 

Mr. DAVIS. That is notthe proposition; but 
it is that the pay shall cease to them as_ soldiers 
after the passage’ of this act. 

Mr. JOHNSON, Then how are they to be 
paid? ‘The recognition of the obligation to pay, 
if Lunderstand the honorable member, up to the 
time of the passage of this bili is to be made, but 
out of what fund are they to be paid? 

Mr. DAVIS. With the permission of the hon- 
orable Senator | will answer. They might be 
paid as laborers. The simple object and effect 
of the amendment if it is adopted will be to take 
arms out of their hands,as I understand. 

Mr. JOHNSON, Discharge them. I sup- 
pose that to be the motive, because, however he 
may be opposed to this kind of troops, the hon- 
orable member will not be so unjust as to deny 
them payment for the services they may have 
rendered under the contract between themselves 
and the Government. I suppose, therefore, that 
his object was that on the day of the passage ot 
this bill they are to cease to be soldiers in the 
Army of the United States. It may be true, and 
perhaps it is to.some extent, that they are not as 
efficient as white coals I know there are dif- 
ferences of opinion among the officers of the Army 
as to their presentefficiency; but all history must 
be false, the history of our own Government dur- 
ing the period of the Revolution must be false if 
it be not true that after a while they will become 
as good soldiers as the white men. These men 
have now been in the service some six or seven 
months or longer, I forget how long, and they 
are more or less disciplined. They are perhaps 
now better than the same number of white men 
who may be enlisted in their stead, until they 
shall receive the same kind of military education; 
and that being the case, and as we want the troops, 
(however, I may think with the honorable Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that it would have been bet- 
ter to have done without this description of troops 
if we could have got white troops in sufficient 
numbers,) it seems to me it would be very bad 
policy to dischargethem. If they are not carried 
into the field and made to bear the brunt of the 
very severe fighting that is now going on, they 
take the places of those that are sent forward to 
share in the dangers and glories of that fighting. 
Forts are to be garrisoned, railroads are to be 
guarded, the communication with the Army is to 
be protected, and for all these duties these troops 
are just as efficient as any other troops; so that 
even conceding to the honorable member thatthey 
are not as efficient in all respects as veteran white 
troops, it seems to me to be clear that as they are 
efficient for the purposes for which they may be 
used, it would be bad policy to discharge them, 
particularly at this time. 

I have no doubt—perhaps that is using too 
strong a term, butit is one that suits my own con- 
viction—I have no doubt of the ultimate success 
of the Government in its present effort to restore 
itself; but itrequires very greateffort. The strug- 
gle which is now going on, and to which we are 
listening for its actual results from day to day 
with great solicitude, if that result shall be favor- 
able to the United States, may terminate this war, 
and the deluded masses of the South may be 
brought back to the allegiance under which, by 
observing. which, they were the happiest people 
that ever the sun of heaven shone upon. But 
the leaders will not permit them to return as long 
as they have any force in the field which they can 
wield for the purpose of keeping them in the con- 
dition in which they now are, a condition of un- 
en suffering. What 1 desire to do, and 
what I ara sure the honorable memMer from Ken- 
tucky equally desires to do, is by any force that 
the laws of civilized warfare authorize us to re- 
sort to, to put down this rebellion; and I should 
think, so far from its being a measure calculated 
to effect that object, the dismissal of one hundred 


and twenty thousand or one hundred and fifty | 
thousand men from the armies of the United | 


States would very materially serve to aid and com- 
fort the rebels. I know that that is not the purpose 
of the honorable member from Kentucky; I know 
that in his heart he longs for the restoration of this 
Union as earnestly as any loyal man that breathes. 
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|| We differ only as to the means which from time 
|| to time it may be thought necessary to resort to, 
and the measures which it may be the proper pol- 
_icy of the Government to adopt; but | submit to 
| him unless he is ready to supply ene hundred and 
| twenty thousand men now, now at this moment, 
|| to take the place of these black troops, he, instead 
|, of doing a service to the Union of which he is an 
honored member, would be doing a great service 
| to the foe. 
| Mr. DAVIS. But afew wordsinreply, My 
proposition does not prepose to discharge.a singte 
negro from the service of the United States. It 
| only proposes to take the guns and.arms out of 
| his hands. . I admit his efficiency for labor, and 
| especially his efficiency for labor in the South. 
| It was because his constitutjon is adapted to the 
southern climate, to its malarias, and can resist 
the diseases incident to the climate and locality 
better than the white man, that he was originally 
brought from his native Africa to the lower lati- 
| tudes where rice and sugar and cotton and indigo 
are cultivated. I believe that if this Government 
had the magnanimity and the will to correct the 
error in relation to the employment of the negro 
soldiers and to correct other flagitious errors in its 
war policy, it would strengthen the Union cause 
and the Union Army and the Government, aud 
operate as a force for the restoration of the Union 
twenty-fold more than the retention of these ne- 
groes in the UnionArmy. But, sir, | simply ask 
| that they shall be disrobed of their habiliments 
as soldiers; that they shall take the inferior posi- 
tion where our common Creator has placed them; 
| that where they can be made effective and valua- 
ble equally with the white man they shall be 
used; but that they shall not be used as soldiers, 
to shock the sentiment and the principles of two 
thirds of the people of the United States, includ- 
ing the rebel States, and to constitute an impass- 
able and irremovable barrier between our present 
condition and reconstruction. 

The number of negroes and the service they 
rendered in the revolutionary war was not feltin 
that contest. It was of so small and insignifi- 
cant a character that it was not more than a drop 
in the bucket; and so with the service that they 
rendered in the war of 1812. I admit that Gen- 
eral Jackson was right in employing all the ne- 

roes he could obtain in the siege of New Orleans. 

he loyal slaveholders of Kentucky or anywhere 
else have not objected to the negro being appro- 
| priately applied to the purposes of the Govern- 
ment in this war, not asasoldier,butas a laborer, 
If it had been essentially necessary, if it had been 
eminently valuable for the preservation of our 
Union, of our Constitution, and of our popular 
liberties, that the negro should have been engaged 
in the war as a soldier, I know no owner of a 
slave in the State of Kentucky who would have 
objected. I have the misfortune to own a few 
myself, and if it had been a life and death strug- 
gle between the rebellion and the Government, 
the loyal men and the traitors, whether the Union 
under the Constitution with the preservation of 
all its principles and all the rights and liberties 
which it guaranties to the people should perish 
or should be supported and continued by the ser- 
vices of the negroes, all that I have, and this fee- 
ble and withered arm itself, and this decaying cit- 
adel of life, would have been given freely to the 
cause. But, sir, | know that this great and holy 
cause has been prejudiced, weakened, brought 
into danger, and is now threatened, still thrent- 
ened with final overthrow just by reason of the 
perverted manner in which a false and mistaken 
policy has applied the negro. 

Sir, | know something of this General Thomas 
myself. I proposed here two sessions ago to 
raise a committee to investigate his loyalty. It 
was denied by this body. 1 was then prepared 
to prove that he was a rebel sympathizer, en 
gaged and cojleagued with rebels at the onset of 
this war; that there were cannon and other prop- 
erty for the use of rebels loaded on a small craft 
near Georgetown, and that he was apprised of 
that property being there and of its destination, 
and he was invoked to interfere for the purpose 
of seizing that property. He refused to do so, as 
I was informea credibly, and as I have no doubt 
| should have proved by evidence entitled to all 
|| weight, until the property was carried off to se- 
} cessia. He then was a traitor to hie Govern- 
|| ment; he was a traitor to his country; he was a 
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traitor to that Government that had given him his || 
military education and his high promotion in its || 
armies. But, sir, he beeame a double traitor by || 
betraying the traitors with whom he had linked || 
himself. A man who is once a traitor should | 
wtand dishonored in the jadgment of all men; but | 
a man who is twice a traitor, who is a double | 
traitor, ought to be scorned and damned to eternal 
infamy. ‘That is the position of the witness who | 
is here presented. || 
Sir, ldo not believe a word of what he says in |, 
relation to the efficieney of negroes as soldiers. | 
As laborers I knowitisalltrue. From observa- || 
tion | know itis all true. Bot this race never in- | 
vented an alphabet or figures; it has had every || 
opportanity of civilization, to # greater or less 
extent, by contact with the most refined and civ-,|| 
ilized nations of the world, and yet it has never } 
emerged from barbarism; it has proved its ineffi- || 
ciency; ite physical organization is different and | 
marks an inferiority 16 our race in many points, 
according to all the ethnologists of the world, both || 
those who favor slavery and those who are op- || 
posed to it. And yet this race has its advocates || 
for a claim to equality and amalgamation and mis- 
cegenation with the white race. Sir, in propor- || 
tion as this system of miscegenation goes on it || 
deteriorates the white race; and that is the reason 
_of the inefficiency and degeneracy and premature 
decay of the powers on the south of us. It is the | 
great admixtare of this inferior race and the com- | 
* mingling with the white race. . 

How did the negro troops behave in Florida? | 
How at Fort Pillow? How at all the points of 
collision where they came into contact with the 
white man in arms on anything like equal terms? 
1 have seen a report of their prowess against Fitz- 
hugh Lee down here in the neighborhood of 
Richmond, but that comes from General Butler, 
asl understand. A gallant soldier, a comrade of 
his, from his own State, who entered the service 
with him, and who knows him, pronounced him 
to me to be the greatest poltroon and villain that 
he knew. I never heard of his being at but one 
battle, except by his own proclamations—those 
proclamations that he has issued down from about 

sermuda Hundred, I will warrant that he is far 
off from danger when the stormof battle, with its 
iron and leaden hail, is hurting through the air. 
He was ina battle at Lowell. He has property 
that he rented to some gentleman, and this gen- 
tleman employed a man to put some pipe along 
under the ground, and the mechanic was engaged 
in that work, Butler came along, and in his in‘ 
solent, imperious way, cowardly, (because every 
base coward is a tyrant unless hé is in the pres- 
ence of danger,) insolently directed that man how 
to do that work. The man went on and did it in 
his own way. He directed him again. Theman 
looked at him. Said he, “ This is not your work; 
lam not engaged to do this work for you,” or 
words to thateffect,** mind your own business;’’ 
and Butler kicked him inschently: 

Oh, ifaslaveholder, if a southerner had so acted 
toward that stalwart and honest and brave me- 
chanic, who was there operating honestly in his 
vocation, how it would have called down the de- 
nunciations and the execrations of some of the 
pseudo-philanthropists of our country! Butler 
kicked him! In less than no time the old man, 
sixty-two years of age, who was in the ditch, 
sprung up, and in less time than it takes me to 
tell it, he had Butler on his back, and he throttled 
him there until he was about nearly choked to 
death. He let him ap, and he just tucked his 
tail and marched off. It was the only battle I 
ever heard of Butler being engagedin personally, 
and in that one he was routed, horse, foot, and 
dragoons. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Will the Senator let me 
appeal to him to let us get through with this bill 
to-night? 

Mr. DAVIS. I have done, but I have some- 
thing to say on this bill at length. T have done- 
with this proposition, : 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does any Sen- 
ator desire a separate vote on any further amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole? If na 
Senator desires a separate vote, the question will 
be, will the Senate concur in theamend ments made 
as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. POMEROY. I believe the bill has not been 
made yet to. apply to the District of Columbia in 
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all its provisions, and‘! thouglit of offering this | Every argument for free schools pleads also for 


| umendment as a new section: 


‘ind be it further enacted, That wherever the word 
“ State” is used in this act it shall be construed to include 
the Territories and the District of Columbia, where such 
construction is necessary to carry Out the provisions of the 
act. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It can do no harm, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.SUMNER. There is anamendment which 
| moved while in committee, and which I desire 
to move again and on which | desire to have a 
deliberate vote of the Senate. It is on page 135, 
to strike out lines two hundred and twelve, two 
hundred and thirteen, and two hundred and four- 
teen of section ninety-three, the tax on books. 

The Secretary read the words proposed to be 
stricken out, as follows: 


On all printed books, magazines, pamphlets, reviews, 
and all other similar printed publications, except newspa- 


| pers, a duty of 5 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. SUMNER. Iam sorry to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate, even for a moment, espe- 
cially at this late stage of a protracted discus- 
sion. But I feel that the qdestion which I have 
now presented has not been adequately appreci- 
ated. I venture to say that, in point of principle, 
few questions of equal importance have arisen on 
this bill. . 

‘The tax on books is peculiar, and, so far as I 
know, without a precedentin othercountries. In 
England paper has been taxed, but books not. 
Here paper is to be taxed and books too. For 
instance, there is to be a tax of 3per cent. on pa- 
per, and then 5 per cent. additional on books, 


| making a sum total of 8 per cent. on books. 


The tax of 3 per cent. on paper seems to me 
contrary to sound policy. But'the additional tax 
of 5 per cent. on books is more indefensible still. 
I have already likened it toa tax on wheat or 
flour or bread, which you do not think of impos- 
ing. More than either of these isa book “ the 
staff of Jife.’’ It may be likened also toa tax on 
the light of day, like the English window tax, 
which you do not think of imposing. Better shut 
out the light of day than the light of books. 

The book in some cases may bea luxury, but 
in most cases it is a necessary, while always it 
is the handmaid of civilization. It is for all ages 
and all conditions. It is for young and old; for 
rich and poor. It is for the family circle as well 
as the library; butit isespecially for the school. 
In all these places you will enter and demand 8 
per cent. on every book. Every book, if it had 
a voice, would repel the demand. 

Why not be instructed by the example of Eng- 
land, which has taxed everything taxable? Read 
the extensive list of articles taxed at the period of 
most searchingand wide-spread taxation, and you 
will not find books. Read that marvelous enu- 
meration, made by the genius of Sydney Smith; 
you will not find books. Here it is: 

«Taxes upon every article which enters intothe mouth, 
or covers the back, or is placed under the foot; taxes upon 
everything which it is pleasant to see, hear, feel, smell, or 
taste ; taxes upon warmth, light, and locomotion ; taxes on 
everything on earth, and the waters under the earth; on 
everything that comes from abroad, or is grown at home ; 
taxes on the raw material; taxes on every fresh value that 
is added to it by the industry of man; taxes on the sauce 
which pampers man’s appetite, and the drug that restores 
tim to health; on the ermine which decorates the judge, 
and the rope which hangs the criminal; on the poor man’s 
salt, and the rich man’s spice; the brass nails of the coffin, 
and the ribbons of the bride: at bed or board, couchant or 
levant, we mustpay. Theschool-boy whips his taxed top 
the beardless youth manages his taxéd horse with a taxed 
bridle ona taxed road ; and the dying Englishman, pouring 
his medicine which has paid 7 pet cent. into a spoon that 
has paid 15 per cent., flings himself back upon his chintz 
bed which has paid 22 per cent., and expires in the arms of 
an apothecary who has pald a license of £ 100 for the priv- 
Hlege of putting him to death. His whole property is then 
immediately taxed from to 10 per cent. Besides the pro- 
bate, large tees are demanded for burying him in the chan- 
cel; his virtues are handed down to peel on taxed 
marble ; and he is then gathered to his fathers, to be taxed 
no more.” 

A passage so exquisite in wit and language can- 
not be out of place, especially when considering 
what shall be taxed; but I ask you to bear in 
mind that the English tax-gatherer never laid his 


‘hand onabook. Everything else he might touch; 


but a book never. 

And yet in our country it is now proposed to 
tax books. This is the land of public schools, 
and you boast that education, like justice, is free 
to all nt the public cost, But a tax on books is 
in direct conflict with this beautifal principle. 


free books, at least so far as taxation is concerned . 
It will be a gurious inconsistency to rear the 
school-house, often costly, where every child is 


| welcomed without charge, and then compel him 


to pay a tax of 8 per cent. on every book which 
he carries in his satchel. 

There is one term which fitly characterizes this 
tax. Itisaterm which has been adopted abroad, 
but which is more justly applicable to a tax on 
books than to any other tax. I mean a tax on 
knowledge. Such is the tax which is now pro- 
posed, And this tax, which cannot be named 
without awakening just condemnation, you are 
now asked to make an American institution. Af- 
ter a long struggle in England the various taxes 
on knowledge have been abandoned. 1 hope that 
our country, representative and defender of lib- 
eral ideas, will not commence a system which 
liberty and civilization must disown. I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senate could discrim- 
inate between the kind of books I would agree to 
it myself. There are some kinds I should like to 
tax and some I would not. There isa cheap kind 
of literature which is said to be very profitable, 
and I think is very destructive, and it should be 
taxed. It is a little revolting to me to tax all 
books. { would not like to tax Bibles, spelling- 
books, and the publications of the American Tract 
Society; but 1 do not know where we can dis- 
criminate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think there isa difficulty in 
making the discrimination. No people has ever 
undertaken to impose such a tax, and I hope we 
shall not begin now. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 8, nays 19; as follows; 

YEAS — Messrs. Collamer, Davis, Harlan, Howard, 
Pomeroy, Powell, Sumner, and Willey—8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Carlile, Clark, Con- 
ness, Doolittle, Fessenden, Poster, Grimes, Harris; Hender- 
son, Hendricks, Howe, Johnson, Ramsey, ‘Fen Eyek,Trum- 
bull, Van Winkle, and Wilson—19. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Buckalew, Chandler, Cowan, Dixon, 
Foot, Hale, Harding, Hicks, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kan- 
sas, McDougall, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Richardson, 


Riddle, Saulsbury, Sherman, Sprague, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wright—22. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move after section fifty- 
nine to insert the following as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That the owner or owners of 
any manufactory of cotton or woolen goods may provide, 
at his or their own expense, a warehouse, established in 
conformity with such regulations as the Seeretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, and such warehouse, when ap- 
proved by the collector, is hereby declared a bonded ware- 
house of the United $tates, and shall be used only for stor- 
ing-cotton or woolen goods, and to be under the custody of 
the collector or his deputy. And the duty onthe cotton or 
woolen goods stored in su¢h warehouse shall be paid be- 
fore they are removed, in pursuance of law. 


This is an amendment I offered in committee, 
and there was no division on it. Since we give 
whisky,and very properly, I think, the pay ege 
of being bonded, and all foreign goods have the 
privilege of being bonded, I cannot see why the 
privilege cannot be extended to our own produc- 
tions, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
will not be adopted. 
pense, . 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I have one more amend- 
ment which, like the one I have just offered, is in 
the printed list of amendments that was proposed 
to be offered by my colleague, who is absent. | 
have altered the word ‘final’’ to “ finishing.”’ 
In section ninety-three, lime four hundred and 
thirty-eight, after the word ‘*thereof,” 1] move 
to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That if any of the articles named herein are 
manufactured in one district and receive finishing process 
in another, if manufactured by one and the same party, the 
tax shall be assessed in the district in which the article ag 
aforesaid receives its finishing process. 


This amendment, I believe, was rejected before 
because the term “ final process,’’ which is a legal 
term, was in, and therefore Ihave altered it to 
“finishing process.” The amendment will be of 
great convenience to many tax-payers, and not 
the slightest loss or inconvenience to the Gov- 
ernment. Ifthe object is, as f am sure it is, on 


I trust that provision 
It would make infinite ex- 


the part of the committee, to make the bill as lit- 
burdensome as possible to the tax-payers, 
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